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ABSTRACT 

The purpose of this study was to determine the costs 
of providing instruction in French tb students* enrolled in 
French- language instructional .units -in areas of high concentration' of 
Francophones; Chapter 1^ which makes up most of the study^ consists 
of separate case studies^of eight educational jur isdi/ction^s that 
encompass a major proportion of thfe Francophone student population of 
Ontario. These case studie? involve examination of ithe costs to a 
school board of'^ maintaining the present programming, level and the 
costs incurred where a board, offers paraprof essional and consultant 
resources. Chapter 2 examines the availability and cost of textbooks^ 
library books, and learning materials^ Chapter 3 discusses 
specialized services that should be available to >French-language 
schools and the services provided by the Regional Office. Among the 
study's major findings are 1). the' most . direct influence on the 
.additional cost per Francophone student seems to be the 
Frerncophone/Anglophone ratio within each/ jurisdict ioh; 2) to provide 
adequate service within totalLy Francopiione jurisdictions^ a minimum , 
of $78 extra per elementary student and •$180 extra per secondary ' 
student is needed; an*- 3) to provide "ideal" i/ervice^ the minimuf 
amounts of $78 and $180 per student should be increased accoi:d»ing to 
the specific Francophone/Anglophone ratio of each jurisdiction. i# 
(Author/JG) 
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Introduction 



' Th& purpose of the present study was to determine the costs of 

^ providing instruction in French to students enrolled in' French-language 
ifisti^uctional. units in areas of high concentration of Francophones, 

In the first chapter the reader wilj find eight case'studies 
of eight educational jurisdictions whist^ encompass a major proportion 
. of 'the Francophone student populating of Ontario. The case studies 
involve the examination (a> of the costs associated to a school board 
^with maiotaining the present programming level (b) of the costs 
incurred where a board offers para-professional and consultant 
' Resources. 

Chapter two examines the availability and costs of textbooks, 
library books and le^rnin§ materials. | 

Spe'cialized services that should be available to Frencl^- ^ - 
lahguage s.chools and the services provided by the Regional Office make 
up the content of Chapter III. ' ' .. ( 

0 

The Report concludes with a model .in the form of factually 

: based general i zations. for a level of service which woVd provide a 

"quality" education programme for Francophones. 

• \ 
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Differential Costs of Freach-L^nguage Education 

" ^ — 



0 ' / 

Introduction: 

' ; — 

The research undertaken is a stu(?y of .the costs .of providing, 
instruction in French to students enrolled in French--l.ahguage iostruc- 
tional, units in areas -of h^gh concentration of Francophones. 

The first phase of tH^study is descriptive in the sense -that it 
, attempts to identify and analyze data* which show up the extra costs or 
differential costs of teaching French as a first language. 

School Sys tems Reviewed : .eight school boards, four separate 
school boards and four boards of educatiori were "studied- • ' ' 

i) the District- of Sydbury Roman Catholic Separate School Board; 
ii) the Prescott and Russell County 'Roman Cathol i c Separate School 

/ Board; ■ " . ' 

1i)) the District of Kapuskasing Roman Catholic Separate. School 
^ Board; ^ • 

iv) the Ottawa Roman Catholic Separate School Board; 
' the Sudbury Beard of Educatfonu ^ * 
\ vi) the Prescott and Russell Coonty 'Board of .Education; 
- V^\ ^l\e Kapuskasing Board of Education; 
vii*i) the Ottawa Board of Education. • 

Th4 exi'stence and costs of services pfo.vided to the total school,* 
• popu>|t^s j but more specifically to Le Francophofies at bo^th fhe ele- 
mentary and secondary levels, ^were de^f^jiined in «ach ca^e., 
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^ DIFFERENTIAL COSTS OF FRENCH-LANGUAGE EDUCATION 2 

J^^ctors or Var1ab1e$ Considered : The "variables commonly found withijp a 
Board's ann.al budget estimates, financial reports, yearly or monthly 
Statements of expenditures served our purposes for classification analysis 
and reporting. ' ' 

Thus, in the case of each ^chool system or board the following 
divi^sions were a'dopted. 

I Business Administration 
J I Instruction 

A) Instructional Adntini stration \ 
^ B) Services and Programmes ^ 
C) Schools 
III Plant ^Operation and Maiatenance 
IV Other Operating Expenditures 
• V "Debt Charges' 
f Student Transportation. 

, Costyof Services : With respect to each variable, an attempt was made to 
^ iJetermine the ex,istence of the service fir^t of 'all*for the totial clien- 
t^le,then for the Anglophone ah^ FrancophojiiTcl ienteles separately. 

By means of interviews, letters, telephone conversations and 
.examination of financial data an attempt was made to translate into 

monetary terms the .provision of services to the school population men- 

^ . " *■ ' 

tioned aboVe* 

^- » . ' 

The services and costs were analyzed in oKde^i to determine as 

accurately as possible the* extra costs of French educa^tion. * 

^ , The totaV^CQSt of services offered by a school board is the, sum 

of the costs of its schpol? and the Qosts of its services at the leyil 



■2 8' 



7- 



r 



^ DIFFERENTIAL COSTS OF F REN C'H- LANGUAGE EDUCATION 3 

of Its central administration. 

^ The researchers, bel i eve that^t|>^re are two types of differential 

costs of French-language educatiop^ 

« / 

First Type : the actual differential cost (i.e., expenditures) 
incurred by a school board during the year, whether those expenditufts 
are evident or hidden; the actual differential cost is brought ^about by' 
the-r presence of two language groups within the Board. organization . 

Second Type : 'the estimated differential cost for additional ser- 
vices and material's needed by a' Board in order to promote, a level of ser- 
vice which would provid^'T^^qual ity" education programme for Francophonel^ 
("model"). ' . ' V 

Trying to find the actual di f ferenti al *cost related to teaching"^ 
French as a first langdage is n<)t as simple as it appears on first si^ht. 
Of course, some of the financial information is rather sel f-e;i^pl anatory 
and of easy access; for example, tbe hronoraria of the French-Langiirfge 
Advisory Committee, membership fees to French-language associations, 
^ special allocations to Frenc^-.l anguage schools, the cost of ^translation 
services, the federal premium for b1l ingual ism, etc. 

Contrary, jt seems, to tKe* case of the teaching Of French as a 
second language, where school boards often have the financial data and 
supporting information clearly set down to the jast penny, it is soon, 
realized that much of the financial data are har(5 to isolate and identify 
and therefore one must rely on^value judgments made either by the Board 
-officials and officers ihtqrviejj(ed or by the researchers, or even^^by both 
groups; for instance. In business administration, a Board's 
budgets, financial reports or s ta temen t s' of expendi tures ^mi ght 
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no"t .i den-t#i f y any function or sub- function as specifically 
related to a Fren^ch-Engl i sh s i tua ti on i this has, to b6 done'. 

At th^ administration OJffice,'the Board has' an appropriate staff 
to do an ef/icient job, but what proportion of the se^cretarial staff, for 
example, ditl the Board have to. hire in order to cope with the extra work 
required by the fact that the Board has to serve "both the French and 
EngTtsh-speaking? It is felt that there are many costs of that type that 
^re real bQt not too evident to identify. 

In^orcterto frnd the actual differential cost, the approach* adop- 
ted was to'^sk if in J975-1976 the Board had catered to a unilinqual 
instead of a bilingual population, what would have been the situation? 
Would the Board' have needed th^ same numbeV of supervisory officers, 
co-ordinators, consultant's, etc? Would the Board be In need of all its 
schools? Where is the. duplication, if any? Answers to these question's 
would re\feal the actual differential cost for the parti.cular school 
bd^rd. ✓ ^ 

V 

fir 

Jhe actual differential cost has been tabulated first according 
to the general classification found on page 3,' then broken down in 
various ways to highlight findings and differences in the case of each 
of the eight boards. 

This chi||eriwill have eight sections, each being » separate case 
3tudy for^he eight J^gards . 

The re'ader will note that the summaries of the actual differential 
cost for each school board show, in respective columns, the Ordinary Expen 
ditures and Ext ranjrdi nary Expenditures according to the Uniform Code of 
Accounts used by the^ Ministry of Education of Ontario., 
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, SECTION I > . 5 

THE SUDBURY DISTRICT ROMAN CATHOtIC SEPARATE SCHOOL BOARD 

• /The Sijdbury District Roman Catholic Separate Sc+iool Board is" a • 
large separate school board i n>ii d-northern Ontario. Its schools' popu- 
lation is 24,350 with approximately^B . 2% French-speaking pupils and 
44. 8?^ English-speaking. The Board has eighty schools, forty-eight Fren^' 
and thirty- two Engli^sh; thirty-eight lof these are in the city of Sudbury, 
with nineteen English and nineteen French. There are 600 teachers' in" the 
French section, and 508 in the English section. . 

The researchers met with Board o^fjpials and afficers on four 
different occasions: Mr. Ongsime Tremblay, director of Education; Mr. - 
Roger Gionet, Controller of Finance;, and two administrative assistants, 
gave ful 1 ^co-operation and assi stance . . _ ' ; 

The^Board's jjd^get for the school ^ear July 1 , 1975 to June 30« 
1976 was fclose to $31,000,000.00, of^which over fifty-nine percent was ■ 
spent for instruction and educational services. 

Through conversations with ^he above-mentioned Board officials ^ 
and officers and-the study of pertinent and relevant data, the 
researchers cal cijlated an actual di fferential**cost of $1,027,381.00 for ' 
French-language instruction. -'^^ 

The following pages present an 'analysis of the Board's differen- 
tial costs which are created by the presence of two linguistic groups 
within one administrative system." The parallel structures Trom top' to' 
bottom and the'almost complete duplication of services, especially in 
business and in instruction , accounts for a rather high differential cost. 
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TabTe I gives* a summary Of the actual differential cost of French- 
language education for. the Sudbury District Rom«n Catholic Separate 
School. Board for the period July 1 , 1975 to June 30, 1976. ' 

Table II gives a breakdown of the actual differential costs for the' 
business'admini^tration of the Sudbury District Roman Catholic Separate^ . 
School So^rd during the^school ye5y'^1^5-1976. . 

* The ' proportion* of the tota.l cost of each item that is as^i^ned ^o 
<the Fr^ench-language differential costs was. arrived a.t^th>ough "qi/e^i mates " 
based upon interviews' and pertinent cind relevant financial .doc«ijieTi'ts\ • 

Th,e actua) differential cost was estimated thus: one-ihat f of 'the 
1975-1976 expenses for cojiventions an-d conferences re trustees and staff, 
for meetings, advertising and^e Board's bulletin; 100% of translator's 
salary, wh(f is hired, on a ha If- time basis. ; 

• , It is bel i^^ved. that -the bilingual situation increases the cost o.f 
office supplies 15 -to 20 percent. The actual differential cost for'associ- 
/atioTi fees,f^*..e., $5 ,073,00.. (22.8%), was derived by subtracti ng 'the actual 
cost fromvthe hypotheti cal' expense, the Board would have incurred if all 
the 'fees h6^d been paid to "the one English-language association. 
' * The actual -differential cost of $2;^317.00 for telephone is 3.64% 

of the totaj cost of $63,700.00 for all tKe Board's schools and offices. 
Jhe ratio used, i.e., 3'.64%, is explained in Table I)| . 

The actual differential cost for business administration during 
the period July IV 1975 to June^ 30, 1976 amounts to $45,608.00. 
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Table I. Smnmary of the Actual Differential Costs pf French-Language 
Education. The Sudbury District' Roman Catholic S&p#iite Schoal 



Board, 1975-T976. 



* • 

^ Actual Differential Costs 


Toial 


items * * Extraordinary 

Expendi tupesf 


Ordinary 
Expandi tyres 


Actual. 

Di f fprpntf^l 

Cost 


^ 

I Business Administration 


$ 45,608. Ou 


$ 45,608.00 


ll • Instruction : 






** A) Instructional 

Administration 


139, 420 .-00 


13&,420.O(J 


Services and Pro- ; 
^ grammes ,^ 


303,018.00 


. 303,018.00 


C) Schools*. 


146,617.00 


146,617.00. 


Ml Plant Operation and , 
Maintenance 
IV. Other Operating 
Expenditures 


192,368.00 
- 4,977.00 


■ 192,368.00 
4,977.00 


V Debt Charges ' $ -97,613.00 ' 




■ 97,613.00 


VI Student Transportation 97,760/00 




, 97,760.00 


V — 

Sub-totals - ' 195,373.00 


832,008.00 




Total 

_ % 




1 ,027,381 .00 
, ( 


# 
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THE.^UDBUPY DISTRICT ROMAN CATHOLIC' SEPARATE SCHOOL BOARD 



^ Table II. Breakdown* of tPie Actual Differential Cost of Business Admini-^- 
stration. The Sudbury District Roman Catholic Sepcirate School BMrd, 
1975-1976. 



Items 



Prof^Ktion 'Assigned to Actual 
encri- 



FrenCTf- Langua 
Component ii7^% 



Diffe rential 
Cost 



Conventions and Conferences 
Trustees 


for ^ 


' 50 ' 


$ 8,997.00 


Conventions and Conferences 
Staff 


for 


< 50 


922.00 


Meeting Expenses 




50 


2 ,958.00 


'Advert i si ng 




-50 - 


405 J)0 


Bulletin 




-50. ■ 


2,600.00. 


Telephone 




3.64 


^ 2,317.00 


Office Supplies 




17.5 


,13,336.00 


Association Fees 




^22.8 , 


5 , 073" 00 


Translator^'s Salary 




100 


9,000,00 


Total 


1 


• 


■ 45,608.00 
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THE SUDBURY DISTRICT ROMAN CATHOLIC .SEPARATE SCHOOL BOARD 9 

• I 

J-^^"*^ ^^ws a^'breakdown of the actual differential costs 'for 
the ins,tructional admi afstration , of the Sudbury District Roman CathoUc 
Separate School Board duri-n-g the school year Julyl, 1975 to June 30,' 
1976. By instructional, administration fs meant: the educjational 
supervisory officers and services related to them. - • 

Through interviews with Board educational officials and study 
of relevant documentation, the researchers estimated -that one-third of 
educational supervisory officers, their support and secretarial staff, 

are additionaj, or, in other words, in excess of what would prevail in 

) 

a umlingual organization. 

. It is believed that -there' woul d be^nly one Superintendent of 
Schools instead of two; on/ Assistant Supers" ntendent instead of two; two 
administrative assistants instead of three; and there would be three 
secretaries less. 

To arrive at this 'e'S'timate, the folldWirtg basis was applied: the 
ratio of pupils per educational supervisory officer within large- and 
medium-size Separate School boards -in Ontario, as presented in Table IV . 

The SudBury District Roman Catholic Separate 'school Board has < 
jurisdiction over 24,350 pufiils; this number when divided by 3,680 
yields six educational supervisory officers instead of eight as»is 
presently the case! 

The actual differential cost for insti'Oction administration. 
I.e., educational supervisory officers, amounts to $139,420.00. 
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Table III. Breakjown of Actual Differential Cost for Instructional 
Administration. The Sudbury District Roman Catholic Separate School 
Board, 1975-1976. 



Items 


salary 


Fri nge 
Benefi ts 


Travel 
Expenses 


Actual 

Di fferential 
Cost 


1 


'Supen ntendent 


$ 39,100,00 


$1 ,446.00 


$1 ,375 .'go 


$ 41 ,921 .00 


1 


Assistant Superin- 






• 






tendent 


34,730.00 


1?285.00 


1 , 375 . 00 


37,390.00 


1 


Administrative^ 












9 Assistant 


25, 410^00 


.2,337.00 


1 ,200.00 


28,947.00 . 


3 


Secretaries ^ 


^?5,500.00 . 


2,662.00 




3T*,162.00 






t 







( 



Total ; ^ 127,740.00 7,730.00 3^50.00 . 1 39,420.00 
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Tablfe IV. Ratio of Pupils per Educational Supervisory Officer Within 
Large-and Medium-Size Separate School Boards *in Ontario in 1975-1976. 



• 

I terns 


Pupils 

• 


Supervi sory 
O'ff icers 


Ratio 

« 


Metro Toronto 


92^,915 


25 


3,717/1 


Waterloo 


1^ 16,969 


5 


3,394/1 


Hami 1 ton-We;itworth 


• 23,375 


5 


4,675/1 


Windsor 


^ 18,195=^ 


5 


3,639/1 


Essex 


10,237 ■ 


3 


3,412/1 

* 


London-Middlesex 


11,317 


4 


2,829/1 


T^tal 


173,008 


47 


3,680/1 
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* 

Table V is a breakdown of the actual differential cost for instruc- 
tional services and programmes within the instruction function of the 
Sudbury District RCman Catholic Separate School Board from July 1, 1975 
to June 30, 1976. ^ 

Through interviews with Board educational officers and study of 
pertinenf information, the researchers believe that ^ec^use the whole 
school system is French and/or English, one-quarter to one-third of the • 
services and programme personnel are in excess of what would prevail if 
there were only one language group. 

It is felt that eleven out of forty consultants are additional, 
as well as o;ie psychometri st out of four; the same applies to three and 
one-half secretaries out of eleven- and one-half presently working for 
the consultant staff.^ , 

These fifteen and one-half persons account for an Actual dif- ^ 
ferential cost of $303,01^8.00. ^ ' ^ ' ^ 
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* 

# 




Table V. Breakdown of the Actual Di fferentia.1 Cost 4or Instructional 
Services ancf Programmes. The Sudbury District- 'Roman Catholic 
Separate School Board, 1975-1976.. 



Items 


S a 1 a ry 


Fringe Travel 
Benefits Expenses 


Actual 

Differential 
• Cost 


11 Consultants ' 


$233,728.00 


$8,648.00 $11,000.00 


$ 253,376.00 


• 1 Psychometri st 


16;000.00 


,1 ,472.00 . 


17,472.00 


3.5 Secretaries 


29,460.00 


2,710.00 — ., . 


32,170.00 


Total 


' 279,188.00 


^ * 

12,830.00 \1 ,000.00 . 


303,018-.00 
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Table VI gives a breakdown , of the actual differential ^ * 
cost for^'principals ' basic salaries, responsibility alltJwances ^nd 
fringe benefits in fourteen redefined attendance areas due to the ^res- 
ence of tw.o language groups under the jurisdiction of the Sudbury 
District Roman Catholic Separate- School Board for the school year 
July 1 , 1975 to June 30, 1976. 

" The figures in Tabk VI were derived after, lengthj^^fonversations ' 
with the Comptroller of Finance and the analysis of available 
data. * ' • 

The French and English separate schools .we^rp studied by dividin'g 
the District of Sudbury into attendance areas which were then redefined 
in order -to reflect the theoretical presence'of one language only. 

Out of the fourteen redefined attendance areas, ten o*f t^he-se 
yield an actual differential cost for principals' salaries and for responsi 

bility allowances and for fringe benefits, which totalj$79i692.00. ' ^ 

* y 

The other four redefined attendance areas- yield an actual dif- 



ferential cost in pupil tr^nsportatioji only; thTs is shown further onMn ' 



Tables XIII and XIV, V v 

The following procedure was fqll lowed' to rfedefine the attendance 



areas: 



i)idetermine whMher the/sector ha<l^.a Erancpphone or 'Anglo-' 
phone ma^jority; " 
ii) locate any vacant classrooms in one ol^more schools of the 
majority group; * ; ' 

iii) then one or more of the minority schocrls were vacated by ^ 
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. "transferring each of the ^tipi 1 .groups into thje classrooms' 

mentioned in ii; ' _ 

iv) the final step consisted ofVinding the costs of the new 
set-up as compared to the situation prevailing ir>J;he school 
■ ^ ■ year 1975-1976. - 

^Hhere was no reduction made to the number of^pupil grou"f)s, nor 
to the number'of classroom teachers.- Therefore , :the re were no changes 
made to the pupi^classroom ratio nor^tp the pupi 1-hom^oom .teacher 
*ratio. , 1| 

Wough that procedure, it was found'^that if the Board'w'ere uni- 

lingual, and if the pupils were redeployed accordingly,, six school bui.ld 

ings within the fourteen redefined areas woul<l become redundant, i.e.,. 

Our Lady of fatima in Blezard Valley, St, .Jacques in Hanmer, plus St. 

Jerome, St. Gabriel, St. Hubert arid St. Paul in Sutlbury. The figures 

arrived .at for.t»§se six schools in the column uncter Pr|rTcipars Basic 

Salary indicate th.e' portion- of their basic salaries that a^-e cp/isidere^d 

.^'additiona^.as they- all have teaching as welras administrative duties 

•■ •• 

^e portion "^f their tin^e spent for aglmfnistratm rather than teaching 
is shown in the column under PerceFiVof Time for Administration. The 
respon'^ibi.lity allov^ances and fringe benefits related tothlse'six ' 
schOoJs are also' additional costs. ' 

•In Capreol, the- situation is a\litt1e different:- tcole Sainte- 



Marie\i1:h four rooms, and St. Mary's School with ten rooms, are two • 
schoo'ls or school units wifhin the same school buildi-rig. . Therefore, if 
by hypothesis 4her^ were only one language present, the full-time . ^ 
H^ncipal of^t. Marry 's would 'rema'in and the prihcipalshi-|j at Ecole 
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Sainte-Karie wou)d be redundant, tj;>OT^creating an additional expense in f 
the amount of $8,009.00 in basic/salary and $2,500.00 in responsibility 
allowances. " . ' 4 • - 

In thg colunn unden^Raiponsiliility Allowances, the reader will 
>also note di f.fef^nti accosts for the St. Patrick School in'Azilda, St. 
Mark School, in Markstay, St. Peter's School in Wahnapitae and Ecole 

Saint-Al.|^t in Sudbury.. ' y 

'In Azf^a-, if is felt that the^equi valent of three classes of 
pupils would not be buse'd to St. Patrick School;but attend "ste-Mari.e . 
Schopl, thus creating a responsibililJ[fcowan<5f differential of $400.00. 

" , In Markstay, S^t-: Mark S(?hpo.l wiWthree classy and |c61e Saint- tT 
.Marc 'with seven classes are both in the same school building. -The hypo- - 
thetic^ presence -of one'^language. .i ns|ead of two'ifetiTa create a schboT of 

^ • ■ ' ^ . ^ ' , 

t6n classes^. under a single full-time pfi.nc^al in one school building V , 
thrbugh the cj)mbining of the'time spent for-admi nistrati-ve duties, by' the, ' ' ' 
two actual part-time principals, i .e. , -ao^arvd jfO%. ^ . ' * ' ' 

The only di f feheniiaVcost in tbj.s casife 4lf^n'is.the responsibility • ' 
allowance dhfferential of $1 ,950.00 pi us- the fringe' benefi ts generated 

by, 3.7% of that amount, i.e., $72. OO. . \ - 

>^ • . . • , • ' ' . . ■ • _ . • . ; 

The same reasoning applies, to Wahna|5itae wher<fe St.- Peter 's with- 
fiour classes.,an^ Saint-Pierre. wi^tJ^six classes a.re- both school qnits 
witrnn the confines, of the same building. In thfs insteince , the differential 

cost^is the responsibility. a.llowance differentia/of >2,40O<»00. plus" $89. DO-- » 
,in fringe benefits. - " , 

^In the cas'^ 6f Ecole, Saint Albert, loca-teti in. the southwest a.rea 
of the city of Sudbury, a simi^lar situation prevails:- two' schools or 
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school. units are under one, roof. The -.combining of St. Albert SchoS with 
Ecole Saint-Albert creates a responsibility allowance differential of 
$2,000.00, generating $74.00 in fringe benefits. . 

The reader -Will note" that in the southwest part of Sudbury, two 
schools generate a differential cost: St. Hubert (building), spoken of 
previously, which is -theoretical ly vacated, and Ecole "Saint-Albert (unit), 
which frTiypothetically combined' with St. Albert School* 

The figures in the column under Responsibility Allowance Dif- 
"ferential in Table VI were derived in the following way: the responsi- 
bility allowance^ 4irt4^y earned by the principals of the school build- 
ings closed'^ or school units combined, are reduced by an amount equal to , 
the extra res'^pnsibi 1 i ty allowances earned by the principals receiving 
the pupils after redeployment. , . 

For instance, in the eastern sector of the city of-Siijbury, the 
responsibility allowance differential of $2,050.00 is derived in, the 
following manner:' the actual, responsibility allowance (for principalship 
of a three-room school) at St. Paul/School is $2,500.00. 

Through the hypothetical closing of St. Paul School, the* principal 
rg^ceiving two classes f? pupils at Pius XII School would earn an addi- 
tional $300.^00; the principal rece»iving one_ class at St. R§mi School 
would earn an additional $150.00. 

, Therefore, $450.00. subtracted .from $2,500.00 yields a responsi- 
bility allowance differential Of $2,050.00 as shown in Tabl^ VI . 

The .amounts' in the column under Fringe Benefits are deri ved.thus : 
the sum of the amounts in the columns under R6sponsib1 Tity Allowance Dif- 
ferential and Fringe. Benefits is multiplied by 3.7%; this ratio of 3.7% 
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was^arrived at after cons ultation^^wi^^ officers and perusal of 
relevant data^ 

Table VII gives a breakdown of ttie actual differential cq^t for 
the instructional supplies and services in six extra school buildings 
^ within fourteen redefined attendance areas due- to the preserve of twoi, 
^ language groups under the jurisdiction of the' Sudbury District Roman ' 
^Catholic Separate School Board during the period July >, 1975 to' 
J4ine 30, 1976. 

■ The readeic will recall what was said inj;he explanations pre- • 
ceding Table VI : ^if-the Board were unilingual and if thepm^s were 
* redeployed accor^ngly, six school' buildlngs/within fourteen redefined . 
attendance areas would become fedund^nt? T|pose six schools are, Our Lady 
of Fatinfa in Blezard V^ley, St. Jacques in Hanmer, plus St. Jerome, St. 
Gabriel,, St. Hubert and St. Patjl 1n Sudbury. « 

% ■ 

The amount of $66,717*00^ 1n tte column under Actual Dffferentlaf 
Cost in Table VIL was derived by calwlating- 3.64% of the total expenditures 
for instructional supplies amd serV-fces durin^^e school year 1975-1976. 

The figure qf 3.64% tn the column .under ftatio cff%ix Extra Build- 



ings is the perqentage f6ijti« by dividing-the gross>loor area of the si^ 
oextra schools by the total gro^ floor are* of all Board-owned bJildings, 
i.e. 69 . 753 sq^. 'f t.. xli vi ded ^by 1 . 91 6 , 940 . sq . ft, equals 3.64% 
as is shown in Table Df. 



=1^ 



I Through interviews with^Board' repr&sentSti ves and the study of 
perti/ient datlft'^it is believed that the expenditures re instructional 
supplies and services for 'six extra' schools in the amoiKi't of $66,717.00 
arei»ac^ual differential costs to the Boat|. • 



W Sudbury district roman catholic separate schsol board ' 

^ Table VIII gives a summary of the actual differential costs in" 
schools within fourteen redefined attendance areas due to the presentee 
of^lwo language groups under the jurisdiction of the Sudbury Dis-trict 
'Roman Catholic Separate School Board during the period July 1, 1975' 
to June 30, 1976. ^ 

The figures in the coluim under Total Actual Differential Cost ' 

for "Instruction" are derived from Tables VI and VII. The total 

^ % 

amount of $146,617^0 can be referred to in Table I ^nder: II Instruc- 
tion, C) Schools. 



Table VI. Breakdown of the ActHjafOi fferential Cost for Principal's Basic Salary, Responsibility 
A lowances and Fnnqe Benefits in Fourteen Redefined Attendance Areas Due to the Presen?rof Two 
Language Groups . The-Sudbury Di stri ct ^oman Catholic Separate School £oard, 1975-1976. 

^ ^ 5 . I 



Areas 

Attendance 



School 

Un4ts' 



% of Time 
for * 
Admin. 



PriQcipar^^ 

Apportioned 
Basic ^ 
S a 1 a ry 



Responsibi lity 
Al lowance 
Di fferenti al 



Fringe 
Benefits' 



Actual 

Di f fe renti al 
Cost 



Az 1 1 da 


St 


. Patrick 


N/A . 


Nil 


$ 400 


00 

t \J\J 




< A 1 c n n 


Blezard Valley^ 


0. 


L. of Fatima 


* 30 


$ 6,Q00.00 


1 ,900 


.00 




R IQ? nn 
0 , ijc, uu 


Capreol 


Sainte-Marie 


"40 


8,000,00 


2 ,500 


.00 


"^RQ nn 

00 J . uu 


1 n PPQ nn 
1 u , ooy .-uu 


Gar son 




fi/A 


N/A 


Nil 


Ni 1 


1 




u 


Hanmer 


St 


. Jacques 


40 


8,000 00 


2 PRO 


no 


J / J u u 


in coo nn 
lU ,D^y .DO 


Markstay 




Ma r k 


N/A - 


Nil 


K950 


.00 


■ 72.00 


2,022.00 


Val Caron 




N/A 


N/A"' 


Ml 1 

ill 


rn 1 




Ni 1 


0 


Wahna^i tae 


St 


Peter 
# 


N/A 


Nil 


2,400 


00 


89.00 


2,489.00 


Sudbury 


















New Sudbury 


St. 


Jerome 


40; • 


• 8,eoo.oo 


3,100. 


00 


411 .00 


11,511.00 


North Central 


St. 


Gabriel 


50 


10,009.00 


2,500. 


00 


462.00 


12,962.00 


Southwest 


St. 


Hubert 


40- 


8,000. og 


2,000. 


00 


370.00 


^ 10,370,00 




st- 


Albert 


K/A 


Nil 


2,000. 


00 


74.00 


2,074,00 


South 




N/A 


N/A 


Nil 


Nil 




Nil 


0 


Southeast 




N/A 


N/A 


# Mil 


. Nil 




Nil 


P 


East 


st. 


Paul 


30 


6^000.00 


2,050. 


00 


297.00 


8,347.00 


Total 








• 

54,000.00 


2 3,050. 


00 


.2', 850. 00 ' 


'79,900.00 


ERIC 


i 










• 




• 



o 
c: 
-< 
o 

► — » 
CO 



o 



o 

CO 

m 



CO 

o 
rn 
o 
o 



CX7 
O 

o 



no 
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Table VII. Breakdown of Actual Differential Cost in Instructional 
Supplies and Services in Six Extra SchTOl Buildings Within Fourteen 
Redefined Attendance Areas Due to the Presence of Two ^^anguage Groups. 
The Sudbury District Roman Catholic Separate School Board, 1975-1976. 



Items 


Total 


Expendi ture 


» a 

Ratio of Six 
.Extra School 
Bui 1 di ngs 


Actual 

Differential 
qj)st' 


Instructional 




4. 






Supplies and 


% 






$ S4^7V7^dO 


Se rvi ces 


$ 1 


^833,700.00 


• . 3.64% 



\ • ' 

Table VIII. Summary of Actual- Differential Costs for "Instruction" in' 
Fourteen Redefined Attendance Areas Due to the Presence of Two Language 
Groups. The Sudbury^i strict Roman Catholic Separate School Board, 
1975-1976. ^ ' 



Items- 

'^Instruction" 



Total Actual 
Differentia) Cosf 



Pwincipal^' Salaries, Responsibility 
A-^lowances and Fringe Benefits 

Instructional Supplies and 

Servi ces 
% 



Total 



$ 79,900.00 



66,717.00 



* 146,6T7.0O 
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Table IX is breakdown of the gross floor, areas of six extra 
school buildings used to figure the ratio of the actual differential costs 
for plant^peration and maintenance, debt charges, and other operating 
expenditures of -the Sudbury District Roman Catholic Separate School' Board 
during the' period July 1 , 1975 to June 30,^1976, 

The. figures in the column under Gross Floor Areas in Square Fedt 
were obtained through discussions- with Board officers and study of rele- 
vant and pertinent data. 

The figures in the cfilumn under Ratio to Total Gross^Jj^or Area 
in % were derived by dividing each amount found in the column under Gross 
Floor Area^in Square Feet by the total amount of 1,916,940 square feet 
for all Board-owned bui i(4ings, which is found at the bottom of the same 
column. ' M 
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Table IX Breakdown of Gross Floor Areas of Six Extra Buildings Used to 
Figure the Ratio of the Actual Differential Cost for Plant Operation and 
Maintenance, Debt Charges and Other Operating Expeudi tures . The Sudbury 
District Roman Catholic Separate School Board, 1975-1976 



Attendance 
Areas 




• School 
Bui Idings 


Gross Floor Areas 
in Square Feet • 


. Ratio to Total 
Gross Floor 
Area in % 


Blezard Valley 


0. 


L. of Fatima* 




. 39 


Hanifier 


St 


. Jacques 
ft 


9,000 • ■ 


. .47 


Sudbury 










New Sudbury 


St 


. Jerome 


13,700 ■ 


.71 t 


North Central 


•St 


. Gabriel 


'8,797 


v46 


. Southwest 


St 


. Hubert • 


11,808 


.62 


East 


St 


Paul 


19,020 


-.99 


Sub-total, 






69,753 


3.64 


Other Buildiif^s 






1,847,187 


96.36 


Total 






1,916,^40 


100,00 
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TabTe X is a breakdown of. the actual differential costs for 
plant operation arrd maintenance of six extra school buildings due to 
the presen.ce of two language groups under the jurisdiction of the Sud- 
bury District Roman Catholic Separat^ SchooJ' Board during the period 
July 1 , 1975 to' Jun^ 30, 1976. 

* •* - • 

^ The figures in the column under Actual Differential Cost v^ere 

derived in the following manner after interviews apd study of pertinent 
data. 

The Board's total plant operation and maintenance expenditures 
for the school year 1975-,1976 , in the amount of $^,287,150.00, were multi- 
plied by the percent showjn tn the column under Ratio of A^al Differen- 
tial Cost. ■ 

The six schools referred to are listed in Table IX in the column 
under School Buildings., 

T^ble XI shows a breakdown of the actual differential fcost for the 
other operating expenditures of six extra school buildings due to the pre- 
sence of two language groups uhder the jurisdiction of the Sudbury District' 
Roman Catholic Separate School Board for July 1, 1975 to June 30, 1976. 

The figure of $4,977.00 in the column under Actua] Differential 
Cost was derived in the following way. 

The Board's total other operating expenditures foj; the- school 
year 1975-1976 in the amount of $136;800.00 were multiplied by the per- 
centage given in the column under Ratio of Actual Differential Cost, 

^he six schools referred to are listed in Table IX 'in the column 
binder School Buildings. 

% * t 

4 

* . m 

50 . . 
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Table .XII gives__aybreakdown of the actu^il differential cost for 
the debt charges of si^x extra school buildings due to the presence of 
two language groups under the jurisdiction of the Sudbury District Roman 
Catholic Separate School Board during the" school year 1975-1976. 

The figure of $97,61 3.00 in' the column under Actual Differential 
Cost was derived in the following manner. * 

The Board's total debt charges for the period of July 1 , 1975 to 
June 30, 1976, in the amount of $2,682,86-3.00 were multiplied by the per- 
centage ^iven in the column under Ratio of' Actual Differential Cost. 

T^ six schools referred to are listed in Table IX in the column 
under School Buildings. 



Jable X. Breakdown of Actual Differential Cost for Plant Operat/on- and 
Maintenance of Six ^xtra School Buildings Due to the P res^i:icgJ-eT Two 
Language Groups. The Sudbury District Roman Catholic Separate School 
Board, ,1975-1976(a) . , \ ■ ■ 



Iteru3 ^x^' 


Ratio of Actual 


Actual 


Differential Cost 


Di f ferential 




Cost 


1 






Six Extra School Buildings 


3.64% , 


$ 192,369.00 



(a) To^^Texp^nditures for plant operation and maintenance; 
^ ,287,150.00. 



5i 



ERIC 
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Table XI. Breakdown of ttie Actual Differential Cost for Oth^' Opera- 
ting Expenditures of Six Extrci School Buildings Diie to the Pr^ence 
of Two Language Groups. The Sudbury District Roman Catholic Separate 
Scho'# Board, 1975-1976(a) . . 





Ratio of Actual ^ 


Actual 


Items 


Differential Cost 


Differential 






Cost 


Six Extra School Buildings 


3.64% 


$ 4,977,00 



(a) Total of other operating expenditures: $136 , 800.00 



Table XII. Breakdown of the Actual Differential Cost for Debt Charges 
of Six Extra SchooUBuil dings Due to the Presence of Two Language 
Groups. The Sudbury District Roman Catholic Separate School Board, 
1975-1976(a). 





Ratio of Actual 


Actual 


Items 


Differential Cost 


Differential 






Cost 


Six Extra School Buildings' 


3.64% 


$ 97,613.00 






=^5^r^ 



(a) Total debt charges: $2,682,863.00 
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Table Xlll'gives a breakdown of the difference in transportation ' 

requirements of pupils presently attending school fh fourteen redefined 

attendance areas, due .to the, presence of two language groups uhder the 

jurisdiction of the Sudbury District Romcln Catholic Separate School Board 

for the school year J9^>1976 . 

m 

The figures given in' Table XIII were arrived at after consulta- 
tion wi^h the Board's CoiTiptrol ler of Finance and study of relevant *" 
documents. * ^ 

^ The total in the column under Difference was derived by sub-. >• 

tracting the total in the column under Greater 'Number of Pupils' Needing 
Bus Transportation from the total in the column under Lesser Number. of , 
Pupii^, Needing Bus Transportation. ' y 

In other words, the researchers believe that if the fourteen' • - 
attendance areas referred to were redefined and pupil transposition 
reorganized accordingly, six hundred ^d eleven pupils jess wDuldbe ' 
bused to school . • ^ ' . 

The reader wi-11 note that in the ^'ttendanee areas of. A^ilda, 
Garson, Hanmer. Val Caron. New SudburyJ Sudbury South and Southeast., a 
tcftal of seven hundred and forty-five pupils less would need t'ransporta- 
tion. ; ■ 

On the other hand, in the attendance^ areas of'siezard Valley, 
North Central and East Sudbury, one hundred and thirty-four pupils more 
would need transportation. , • ^ - ^ • 

Therefore, the hypothetical redefining, of attendance area*'' would" 
account for a net ■ di ffe pence of six-hundred and eleven pupils less needing 
transportation, as shown in Table XIII. . ■ . ' 
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Table XIII. 'Breakdown of the Difference in Transportation Requv*ements 
o'f Puf5ils Presently Attending School in Fourteen Redefined Attendance 
Argas, Due to the Presence of Two Language Grmips. The Sudbury District 
Roman Catholic Separate School Board, 1975-1976-' 



Attendance 
Areas 



Lesser Number of Greater^ Number of • 
Pupi Is- Needing Bus Pupils Needing, Bus 
Transportation , Transportation' 



Difference 



Azilda 

Blezard Valley 
, Capreol 
Gars on 
Hanmer 
Markstay 
Val Caron 
Wahnapitae 

ir 

Sudbury 

. New Sudbury 

North Central 

Southwest 
•South 

Southeast 

East 



60 



240 
200 

100 



50 



50 
45 



60 



45 



29 ' 



- 60 
+ 60 
• 0 
-240 
-200 

0 

-100 
0 

-•50 
+ 45 

- 50 ■ 

- 45 
+ 29 



Total 



745 



134 



■611 



54 
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'''able tl\ indicates in the colOmn under' Actual Differential Cost 

- V ■ y ■ ■ ^ . ' 

an amftunt-tjf $97,760-.00 wh'ich is de/ived by multiplying the additional 
number of -pupils who would requi re. transportation,*! .e. , 611 by t^e per 
pu|*il cost of $160.00 for home to schoo]>t?arTsportation. 

• , .Table XV shows this per*puTTvrcost which was arrived at by 
di Vjjdinf't^ie totaT number of pupils being transported, i.e., 14,006 
into the Bpa<«|gLtal cost for tiome l^o school transportation during the 
school year 1S^T976. V/ 




5 J •' 
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Table Xiy. Breakdown of Actual Differential Cost for PpptVTransporta-' 
J tion jn Fourteen Redefined Attendance Areas Due to the Presence of Two 
Language .Groups. The "Sudbury' District Rgman Catholic Separate Schpol 
Bpard, 1975-1976. ' . • . " ; 



Items 



7\dditional Number of Cost Per Actual 
Pupils Requiring Pupil Differential 
Transportation Costs 



Home to School 41 
Transportation 



,611 



$ 160.00 $ 977760.00 



Table XV. Breakdown of the Per Pupil ^st for Home and School Transpor- 
tation. The Sudbury- District Roman Catholic Separate School Board, 
1975-197&(a); ^ - ' 



il terns 



Total 
Cost 



Number .0^ 
Pupils 
.Transport 



Per Pupi 1 
Cost 



Home to School 
^Tynsportation 



$ '2,240^000.00 

• ■ 1 ' 



14,000 



$ 16a. 00 



(a) The figures used are approximate. ' j. 
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In- addition to the actuaT^di fferential cost associated vihh the- 
items of Table I . there is also an estimatecfdi fferential cost which must 
• b.e talcen , into account and which is presented 'irT - Table XVI . 
■ . , The figures in the column under Total Estimated, Di fferentiaV Cost 
were derived through discussions with educational offic^ and the study 
rof pertinent and relevant documents'. * • " . 

^ The researchers believe t|bt the total ■ estimated differential cost 
of FrenchllanguagQ education ^<mme Sgdbu ry Districn^an Catholic 
Separate School Board amounts "to $766,068.00 for the acad\ii^ yeaV'as 
shown in ^Table XVI . ' ' ' 

' . The' estimated differential costs for both business administration 
aiKl instruction are broken down in Tables XVI-a ajid XVI-b . 

The researchers believe that the presence of twa language groups 
under the jurisdiction of a scliool board as large as the Sudbury District 
^Rcmian Catholic Separate School Boa'rd justifies an "estimated differential 
cost of $31,500.00 far translation services as shown in Table >XVi"a . 

It is felt th3t the mirj^trrmm services required are a full-time 

1 ^ 

translator^ a'full-time secretary plus basic supple s- and equipment. 



Ta ble ' XVI -b gives a breakdown of the estimated differential cost for 
ITnslruction", whieli in.^this case comprises learning materials only. The 
reader will, note that the explanations for the figures in-the -col unp undl^r 
Estimated Differential i:ost Per Student Per Year are given in Ch^ipter II of 
this Report: Availability ahd'Costs^ of Textbooks, Library Books and Other 
Learning Materials. . • 
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The amounts in the column under Estimated Differential Cost were 
derived by muUiplying the ajounts given as the fe-stimated di f ferentia-l 
cost per pupil - pei^ year by the^ pumber'of Francophone^ pupt-ls educated by ' 
the present Board. , ^ . ' • 

The -estimated differentia] cost of 'Tearnijig materials needed for 
t?f^<lfist ruction" of French-language pupils in the'sudbury District .Roman 
Catholic Separate School Board during the a^cademic year amounts tO' 
$735,143.00 as ^hown in Table XVI^b , , , ^ 

The^ tataj _di ffe rential cost, i .e . , . actua-l\and estimated, for 
French-Tanguagej'nstruction comes t£u $1 ,793,449.00 ($1,027,381.00 + 
$766,068.-00)*. ' , . ' 




• 



* See Tables I and XVI, 



f 
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Table XVI. Summary of the Estimated Differential Co?ts of French- 
Language Educktion. The Sudbury District 1?oman Catholic Separate 
School' Board, 1975-1976. - ^. 



, Items 


Estimated Differential Costs 


Total 

Estimated . ^ 
r Differential 
Cost • ' ^ 


Extraordinary Ordinary 
txpenai tures Expendi ti^ res 


I -Business Administration 

II %hstruction: 
/ * 


$ 30,925:00 


)■ 

$ 30.925 00 

f 

0 


ft 

.A) Instructional 

Actninistration 






B) Services and Prov 
grammes 

• 




* 


. C) Sch.ools 

III Plant OfJreration and 
Maintenance 


735 ,143.00 


73i,143.00 . 

\ 


IV Other Operating 
Expenditures* 






V Debt Charges 






VI Student Transportation 






Sub-totals 


766,068.00 ■ 




Total 




766,068.00 




, 0 

% - 


> 



ERIC 
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Table ,XVI-a. Breakdown of the EsVi'mated Differential Cost of Business 
Administration Re French-Language\ducation. The Sudbury District 
Roman Catholic Separate School .BoarH^1975-1976( a) . - 



Items ■ • ^ . 

^'^^nge : Estimated 



Business - Salaries . Benefits Other Differential 

A<i|i^ini strati on ' • i ' ^ . cost 



Translation 








5 

- ■ / 


* Services: 








Translator 


$ 18, 000. DO 
t 


$ 1,620.00 




$ 19,620.00 


Secretafla} 






\^ N/A 




Staff 


. 8,500.00 


765.00 


9,265.00 


Supplys and 
Equip^nt 






* 


N/A' 


N/A 


$ 2,515.00 


' 2,615.00 
^ . * 


Total 

• »• . 


26,500.00 


2,385.00 


2.615.00 


31 ,500-. 00* 



(a)^ Fringe benefits are 9% of salaries. 



r 



4^ . 



G'J . 
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Table Xyi"b. Breakdown of Estimated Differential Cost of Learning 
,Matena,ls for French-Language Education in the Elementary Schools 
The Sudbury District Roman Catholic Separate School Board, 1975-1976(a) 



I tejns 

/eaming^Materials for 
Secondary Schools 



4*|^stimated 



ifferential Co'st 
Per-Student # 
Per Year 



Number of 

Francophone' 

Students 



Estimated 
Dif fe renti al 
Cost ' 



Textbooks 
Library:" 

a) " Books 

b) Technicians- 

c) :"C1erk-Typisf s. 

. d) Other Operating Costs 
Other Learning Materials 



13.33 

20.00 

1^.00 

0.80 

5.00* 
Ik 



13,442 

13.4^2 

13,442- 

13,442 

13,442 

13,442 



$ 74,738.00 

179,182.00 
268,840.00 
134,420.^30 

10,753.00 

67,210 



Total 



54.69 



13,442 



735,143.00 - 




(a) The. figures in the column under Estimated Differential Cost Per Stu- 
dent Per Year have been 'taken from Chapter II of the Report: Avail- 
ability and Costs of Jaxtb.ooks, Library Bool^s and Other Learning 
Materials. , - . 
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•THE^PRESCOTT AND Ry^SELL^OUNTY ROMAN CATHOLIC SEPARATE SCHOOL BOARD 



The '^scott and Russell County Roman 'Cathol i c SsfJarate School 
Board is situated in a highly rural district of e aster/ Ontario and has an 
elementary school population of .approximately sev^n thousand five hundred 
pupils; only about one hundred or 1.33% of^hese are Engl ish-speakinq. ' 

The Board has twenty-nine schools under'its jurisdiction with 
only^ne small English-language school. The teapher-ec^iji valent fgr^ Sep- 
tember 1975 was roughly three hundred and eighty- two. 

The Bsard officials and officers that the researchers' met withr 
were very sympathetic and co-operative: Mr. Jean Leveilie, Director of 
Education; Mr. Harold Demers, Superintendent of Curriculum; Mr. Gas-toh 
Cadieux, Supen ntenden^f Supervision; Mr. Yvon Lahais, Sup^intendent 
of business and Finatice; and Mr. Alain Boucher, Director of Finance. ' ' 

^he Board's total expenditures for the school year extending from 

July 1 , -1975 to JdVe 30, 1976, were estimated at $^1,675 ,85 7.00.' • 

i. - * 

ThrOUah C0nVersation< with thP ;^hn\/P-mpn1-innaH Pin;»rH nff-iz-ialc 

and officers and 'the study of pertinerif relevant data, the researcher^ 
figured an actual di fferential . cost of $14*^,618-00. ' 

'The following- pages are an analysis of the Board's actual dif- 
ferential cost brought about by the presence of two linguistic groups 
with a si^ngle administrative set-up. \ . \ . 

Table XVII gives a sunna^ry of the actual differfential cost of 

French-language education for the Presqott and Russell '•County Roman Catho- 

** • , ' * " • 

lie Separate School Board for the period July 1, 197^ to June 30, 1976.' 
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Table XVII Summary of the Actual Differential Costs of French-Language 
Education. The.Prescott and Russell CountyRoman Catholic Separrte 
School Board, 1975-1976. - 




.ctual Differential Costs 



Items 



Total 
Actual 



Extraordinary Ordinary 
Expenditures Expenditures cffferential 



I Business Administration 
II Instruction: 

A) Instructional ^ 

Admini stration 

B) Services an(f^re- 

grammes 

^) Schools , 



$ 900.00 $ 900.00 



74,016.1 



Mai ntenance 
IV Other Operatij^' 
Expendi ture^^ 



6 ,a4/.yu 



74,016.00 
6,847.00 



29,325.00 29,325.00 



V •Debt Charges 
VI Student Transportation 


35 ,530.00^ 




r - 

36,530.00 


Sub- totals 

• 

r 


35,530.00 


111 ,088.00 


* 


Tota^l ■ . , 




« 


146,618.00 










V 

r 


ft. 

63 
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« 

Table xvhl is a /breakdown of the actual differential cost for tke 
t>usiness administration o'f the Prescott and RusseTl County .Roman Cathol ic 
Separate School Board during the periogl Jul^ 1, 197^ to June*30, 1976. 

The amounts assigned to 'the actual diffgrential cost afe' based 
upon conversations with Board officers and stud^ of pertinent diata. 



* The amount of $50G|||Q0 wa^ spent for translation services on 

account of the French-Engl ish- si uRPTion • ' ^ 

♦ 

A secretary of \he administration office does^ specific part^- 
time work for the school in Per>dletonj'n ttie amognt of $400,00,, ' 



Table XVIII. Breakdown of the'Actual Di f ferentiaT Cost for Business 
'Administration. The Prescott ^nd Russell County Roman Catholic 
Separate "School Boarcl^ 1975-19/6. ^ 



Items 








Actual 

Differential 
Cost 


Translation 


Services 






* 4 500^0 


Secretarial 


Services (Pendleton School) 






4^00 


Total 








sfoo.oo 



"■at' 



64 



er|c 
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JHE PRESCOTT m RUSSELL COUNTY I^OMAN CATHOLIC SEPARATE SCHOOL BOARD 

"'"^ble XIX gives a breakdown of the actual differential cos^^ for the 
teachers' salaries, and fringe benefits in two schools due to the presence 
of two language groups under the jurisdiction of the Prescott.and Russell ■ 
County Roman Catholic Separate School Board during the period 1975-1976. 

This Board h'aS a very unique situation^TrT^e fact that-it has an 
English-speaking enrolment of roughly one hundred pupils'outof 7,500. 
Those pup.ils constitute a minority ^of 1,^33%. Fifty-eight of these attend 
Our Lady of Divine Love School in Pendleton ,^ where there is a 4.2 teacher- 
equivalent. Thirteen pupils make up one- class and have their own teacher 
at Ecole Paul VI jn Hawkesbury. 

If, by hypothesis, all the pupils under'^he jurisdiction of this 
'Board spoke the same language, the following situation wou'ld prevail: 

a) the thirteen minority pupils at Etole Paul VI would be put in 
othpr classes; - 

b) the fifty-eight pupils at Pendleton school would be placed in 
other neighbouring schools without any sut)plementary costs- to 
the Board. - \ ' 

The figures i-n Table XIX in the" column Jhder Actual Differential 
Cost in the amount of $74,016.00 w^re derived through interviews with 
Board officials and study of pertinent and relevant diDcuments. 



I 



6j 
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Table XIX. Breakdown of the Actual Differential Cost* for teachers' 
Salaries and Fringe -Benefit's in Two Schoo.ls Due to tfhe Presence of Two 
-Language Groups. Trie Prescott and Pussell County Porra*i C^'thol^jC 
Separate .School Board, 1975-1976(a); 













/Actual ^ , 




Teachers ' 




Fringe " 


pif ferenti al 


Items 

-X 


' Salaries 




Benefits* 


Ccst ^ 



Our Lady of Divine Love 
School in Pendleton S 59,^48.00 $ 2,214.00 

• > 

One Class Eco'le Paul VI " ' - 

Hawkesbury . '11 ,528.00, 426.00 




Total 



71 ,376.00 



2,640.00 



74,016.00 



(a) The fringe benefits are 3.7% of the salaries. 
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Table XX is a brsakdown o-f^ the actual differential cost for plant 
operation and maintenance of one s^ool , narpely Our Lfiidyof Divine Love 
School in Pendleton, on account of the presence of two language groups 
under the jurisdiction of the-Prescott and Russell County Roman Catholic 
Separate School" Board dDring the periockJuly 1 , 1975 .t^ June 3a, 1976, \ 

The figures in the column under Actual D1 fferentiaTCost, were 
derived in the fdllowftig -manner -through interviews and study of relevant 
documents. • ^ ^ ^ ^' 

The caretaker, who works, in'two schools, ^earns $9,000\Q0 ye_^rly; • 
* four-ninths of that amount, or $4,275.00, "is the portion assigned to the 
Pendleton school . * ' ' 

The actual differential cost for repairs is a^"guestimate" , while 
those for heatiag,. lighting and .insurance were arrived at by multiplying 
the total cost of each item by the percen1;age shown in the column under 
Proportion Assigned to this School. • 

The ratio of ,.71% used to figure the actual differential cost for 
heating and lighting was derived thus: the gross floor area for the ^ . 
Pendleton school, i.e: , 4-,297 square feet, was divided by the total gross 
floor area .of all Board-owned buildings .e. , 609.,863 square feet. There 
fore, 4,297 div.ided by'609;863 equals .71%. 

The ratio of .41>o used to calculate the actual di f ferential^ cost ^ 
of the insurance premium was derived in this way: the insurance coverage 
of $4^,000.00 for the Pendleton school was divided by the Board's total • 
insura^nce cOverafe of $11,855,605.00,' 
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Table XX. Breakdown of the Actual DifferiPitial Cost *for Plant Opepation 
and Maintenance ' of One School Due to the Presence of Two Language 
Groups. The Pre^cott and* Russell County Roman CathoMc Separate School 
Board,- 1975-1976. 

^ V 





Board's 
' TcJtal Cost 


Proportion Assi 
to thiS'School 


ActuJI . 
gned Differential 
, Cost 


Caretaker 


$ 9,000.00 




$ 4,275.00 


Heating 


100,000.00 


.7f% 


705 .to 


Lighting 


• - ^ ^ ^ 107,616,00 


.71% 


758.00 


Repairs 




(estijnate) 


1 ,000.00 

• 


Insurance 








Premi urns 


27,000.00 


.41% 


^ • 109. Op 

» - 


Total 




* 


6,847.00 



J 



63 
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•THE PRESCOTT AND SELL COUNTY RO^AN gXTHOLIC SEPAR^^E SCHOOL BOARD 

■ ^.^ j:'- 

. ' tab^e XXI stows an a-ftual differential cost of $29 ,325l'00 ffir 

twenty-fiya pupils fjfom Missel! who receive instruction from^he Carleton 

Roman Catholic Separate School Board charging a per pupi 1. tuition fee^of j'^ 

. y $1,173.00 for th« school yea/J975^19/6. . . ■■ 

To simplify thtngs, th^item of tuition fees has been j'nQl u^Bf ^ C 

under the tritje^ "Other Operating" Expenditures".^! , ,.; ,/* 

After interviews with Board officials and study^^jjf-re levant docu- 

ments, the researchers believe that the actual di ffjeren^i^il cost- is due ^ 

to^ the following reason: if, by hypothesis again , all the pupils'under , 

' the jurisdiction of -the Prescott and- Russell County Roman Cath-olic Separ- 

alj^^chool Board spoke the seme language, the twet^y-five Anglophone 'pupi.ls 

presently being ■bosed--t6. ^^ptcal fe . in CatJreton .County»/oul d attend the 

•Board's own neighbouring school^withouf incurHn^ any -additional . cost to 

the Board. In fact,' twenty- fi ve pup i^u' distributed in two, three or four 

schoal,s,. having six'to nine levels, would not requi r^the' hi ring of an 

additifnaT teacher. } *^ ' ■• 

* '— ' • ■ 

Table XXII gives th^actual differential cost for home to scfioo'l ,^ 
spor^ion of pupils due to ^pre'sence .of "two language groups under 
^u^^sdiction of tt^e Prescott and Russell. County Roman Catholic Separate -' ' 
.^School Board for the school year- 1975-1976. * ^ 
J The; figures in- Table XXII were derj'ved after consultation with ' 
Board officials and. study oto)ertinent and relevant ^data. ^ ' 
. The reasons given previously to explain Table XXI also explain 
jt rf^e XXII , showing ^'n artpal differential (fost.of $5,440,:00 for home' to 
s"d]ool transpprtation of twenty- five" pupi'ls at a per pupil cost^of $217.60.. 
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Table XXI. Breakdown of Actual Differential 
ditures Tuition fees - Due to the Presence 
PrescoJJfer-TrrrtTRussel 1 County Roman Catholic Sepa 



o?Bwo L 

pa^te S 



r Other Operating Expen- 
Language Groups. The 
School Board, 1975-1976. 



Items* 



Per Pupi 1 Tuition 
Fee Paid to Car- 
leton Roman Catho- 
lic Sep'arate ^ 
School Board 



Number of Pupi )s 
Receivinq Ins.truc- Actual 
tion from the Car* -Di fferentia.l 
leton Roman Cost 
Cathol ic Separate 
School Board 



Tuition Fees: 






c 




Pupils from Russel 1 


$1 ,173.00 






* $ 29,325.00 



■■A 



■J 



TabTe'XXII. Breakdown of Actual Di f ferenti arl Cost for Home to School 
Transpt)rtation of Pupils Dug to the Presence of Two Language Groups. 
The. Presc'Qtt and Russell County Roman Catholic Separate School -Board, 
1975-1976. ■ " ^ ' , . # 



1 ' ■ — 

Items 


• Per Pupi 1 
. Cost 


• ii.- 

Pupi Is 

■ir a rfs ported 

^ - 


. ' Actual 

Differential 
Cost 


Home to S^ol Transpor- 
tation Pupils from^ 
Russell 


- $ 217.60 


> 

25 




> 

f 4 

0 




» • 
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^ THE PRESCOTT AND RUSSELL ^COUNTY ROMAM* CATHOLIC SEPARATE SCHOOL BOARD 

In addition to the actual differential cost associated with the 

^^^^^ of Table XXIt /there is also an estimated differential fbst which 

must be taken into account and which is presented in Table XXIII . 

"[he figures in the column under Total Estimated Differential Cost 

were^ derived through discussions with educational officers and the study 

of pertinent arJ relevant documents. 
» p , ■» 

The researchers believe that the total estimated differential ' 

cost of French-language education for the P.re^cott and Russel U County 
Roman Cat-holic Separate Scfiool Board amounts to $436,206.00 for the aca- 
demic year as shown in Table XXIII. , , 

The estimated differential costs for bpth business administration 

■ and instruction are broken down in Tables XXIII-a and XXIII-b . ' 
The researchers believe that the presence of two langu^qe^qroups 

under tRe jurisdictior>'of the PrescoH- and Russel-l Gounty Roman Catholic 
Separate. School Board creates a'nee^for translation services which would 
generate'-ah estimated differential cost of approximately $31,500.00 as,* 
Shown in Table XXIII-a . It is felt tf^ adequate services would be pro- 
vided by a TulV-time translator, ^a full-time secretary ,pl-us supplies and 

^ • . ■• * * 

ej^uipment. - * . 

. ^ {able' XXI 1 1 -b gives a breakdov?n ^f the estimated differential cost 

for "Instruction", which i'n this case comprises learning^ateri^ls only. 
The reader will note that the Explanations for the figbfes.jn the column 
under Estimated Differential Cost -Per Student Per Ye^(r are given in 
Chapter TI of this Report: Availability and Costs of Textbooks, Library 

■ Books and Other Le^aming Materials.'- . 
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The^ aitK)unts ir^the colcjmn under Estimated Differential fbst werei 
derived by'^miJtTf lying the ameunts^i ven%s the estimated differential 

ct)St peF student pet" year by tJ^e n.umber of Francophone students' educated 

/ ' ' • . 

by the^present Board. / . 

The ^estima.ted differential cost fa»r learning *mat^rials'^eeded for 
the "Instruction" of French- language- pupils in the PresCott^and Russell 
County Roman Coolie Separate Schools amounts to $404,70^0. as shown, 
in Table XX MI-b. * , - . ' ^ * • - ' 

- ■ .- ' • y 

The tota-1 differential cost, i .e-. actual and*estimated, for * 
French-Language instruction c^mes to $582 ,824.00 ($:f46 ,618^00 + 



.J.'* 
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Table XXIII. Summary the Estimated Differential Costs of French- 
Language Education., ^TO PreScott and Mussel UCounty Roman CatKolic 
Separate School Board, 1975-1976. ' ' 



. . ' * Estimated Differential Costs Tot^l 

^ . * ' ^ ' ' * - -.Estimated • 

I^f^s • ^ ExtTaordinary Ordinary Differential. 

T L * . '* . Expenditures Expenditures* -Cost ' 

' ^ ' ^ — ^ — \ \ 

^ I Busrness Administration ^ ' > ^ $31,500:00 $31,500.00 

II ^Instruction : " " ' ' * 

A) . Instructionaf 

' , Administration / ' ' - ^ 

,B) Services crnd. Pro- ' ■ ^ . ^ ' 

^ ' grammes v ' • . 

-<J-/ V . . - 

\ _C) Schools , . ^ -.- • 404,706.00 404,706.00 

II.I Plant Operation and . - ■ ' , 

K^intenance " .. •• \ 

' IV, 0tl>er Qpefat?ng' ' ^ ' " ' 

Expenljditures * -- ■ ^ 

V ' Debt Charges '\ --, -^^ - . '• 

VI Student, T^ansport^ion _ *A ' ■■ ^ 



Stib-totals • . ^ ■ 436,206.00 
■ ■ ■ 



Tot^V i ' .' - , - 436,206-001 ' 
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Table XX-III-a. Breakdown of the Estimated Differential Cost of Business 
Administration Re Frenclt- Language Education, the Prescott and'' Russell 
County -Roman XathOl ic Separate Sxhool Board(a). 

, ' . ' Fringe * Estimated • 

Business Salaries Benefits <^ Other , ^ Di f ferentiBl 

Admi nitration ' % * Co^t 



Tran^sl atlon 
^^rvi ceS : 




» 


• 




Translatan 


S.18,OO0TOO 


$ 1 ,620.00 


n/a"' 

* 


S 19,620.00 


•Secretari al 
Staff 


8,^00.00 


" .765.00 




"9,265.00 


Supplies and 
UN Equipment 


*' ' N/A 


N/A 


\ 

$•2,615.00 


•2,615.00 


Total 


26,5(?0.00 
t. 


, 2,385.00^ 


2,615.00 


31 ,^Q.OO 



(a) Fringe begefi^s are 9% 'of salaries. 
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Table XXJII-b. Breakdown of Estimated Differential Cost of Learning 
Mtertals for French-Language Education in the Elementary Schools 

!JV ^n^^?^!^ Russell County Roman CathoU^^ Separate School Board, 
iy/p-1 976(a). I^p 



Items 



earning Materials for 
econdary Seh-ools 



Estimated^ ' Number of Estimated * 

Differential Cost Francophone Differential 

Per Student Students tost 
Per Year ' ^ 



Textbooks 
Library:^ 

A) Books 

Q) Technicians 

C) Xlerk-typists 

D) '. Other Operating tosts 
Other Learning Materialis ' 

• 4 
^ 

■Total- . 



5.56 '■' 


7,400» '• 


^ 

_S 4T,144.00 


13.33 


7,4ao 


* 

' 98,642.00 




% 


20.00 


7,400 


148,000.00 


10.00 


7,400 


74,000.00 


0.80 


7,400 


5,920.00 


5.00 


h^oo ■ 


37,000.00 


54.69 


7,400 


404,705.00 



/ {a) The figures jn the coIurt under Differential Cost Per-Student 
Yea I? havfe been taken, from Chapter II of' the Report: Availability 
C^sts 0/ Textbooks, Libha;7 Boo^ and Other' Learni ng M'aterials. 



I 
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SECTION III ■ 50. 

THE DISTRICT OF KAPUSKASING ROM/^ CAT^^L I C SEPARATE SCHOOL BQARD 

The District oV' Kapuskasingt Sepaiwte School Board is situated in 
northern Ontario and serves a population that is French-spe.aking, 
Kapuskasing- is the most important town -with , its pgpulation of about * 
12<500, The other towns, with populations between 900 and 2,500 are 
Smooth Rock Falls, Moonbeam, Fauquier, Strickland, Val Rita an.d Harty. 

During the year 1975-1976, the District of Kapuskasing Roman 
Catholic Separate School Board educated a total of 3,308 pupils: 2,938 
or 89"^ French-speaking and 370 or ]]% English-speaking. The Board had a 

'teaching staff of one 'hundred and ninety-three in fourteen schools. 

^ In Kapuskasing, we interviewed the Director of Education, Mr. 
Marcel -Jacques, and also the Superintendent of Business and Finance, Mr. 
Ronald St. Aubin, who were very. co-operati ve. We further communicated 
with them by correspondence and telephone. ^ 

j^* C The Board's budget for V^e period July 1 , 1975 to June 30, 1976|^ 
is-festimated at $5,064,729.00. ' \ 

Through con versatiops with Board officials and study of relevant 

\ ^ " ^ ^ ' ^ 

data. It IS believed that the actual differential cost for French-language 

^* #1 * - 

instruction for^l975-1976 is $73,493 *03 as shown in Table XXIV. 
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Table XXIV. Summary of the Actual Differential Costs of French- Language 
Education. The, District of Kapuskasing Roman Catholic Separate, 
School Board, 1975-1976. • ' . • 



Actual Differenti-a? Costs 



Items 

I 

. i 


Extraordinary 
Expenditures 


Ordi nary 
Expenditures 


' To^^l Actual 
Diffe rential 
'Cost 


I Blisiness Administration 




$ 45 ,063.00 


$ 45,063.00 


II Instructi on: J ^ ^ 






- 


• > 

A) Instructional • 
A*i>nistration 




-- 


— 


Dy OcrViLcb an Q rrU*" 

grammes 








C) Schools 




23,85r.00 


23.851 .00 


III Plant ^Operation and 
Mai ntenance 
ly Other Operating ^ ^ • 
Expenditures 


^ ^^^^^ ** 




< 


V Debt Changes * 








VI Student. Transportation ^ 


$ 4,5^.00 




4,579.00 


Sub-total 

• - 


4,579.00 

i 


68.914.00 




Total 

• . i 






^ 73.493.00 
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Table XXV is a breakdown of the actual differential cost of busi- 
ne$s administration due to the presence of two language groups under the 
jurisdiction of the District of Kapuskasing Roman Catholic Separate School 
Board during the period from July 1, 1975 to June 30, 1^6, 

The amounts 'in the column under Actual Differential Cost were derived 
by multiplying the amounts given under Total Cost (for 1975) by the per- 

0 

centage found in the column under Proportion Assigned to Bi 1 i ngual i^m. 

At the administrative level, the Board must provide all services ' 
iln both lapgga^es, whether it is an advertisement in newspapers, memo- 
randums, letters to staff, etc., as well as minutes of Board meetings 
and all admini stra^ve reporU, All the office staff mus^t be, and is, 
fuMy bilingual. Therefore, the Board officials estimate ^hat between 15 
and 20 percent of the administration budget goes towa'rd the cost of pro- 
viding .services in both languages. That is why the ratio -of 17,5'^ is used 
as^ the proportionodssigned to bilingualism, i.e., the presence of two 
language groups. 

Th-e actual differential ''cos'^ for busiaess administration shown in 
Table XXV ^ is $45>063.00. ' ^ 

Table s^XV. Breakdown of Actual Differential Cost for-Business Administra- 
tion Due to the Presence of Two Language Groups. The District of Xapus- 
kasing Roman Catholic Separate School Board, 1975-1976. 



, . fc. 

* \ •♦ 


Total 


1 

Pf'oportiorv 


Actual 


Items 


Cost 


Assigned to 


Differe/ittal 






Bi 1 inguali sm 


Cost 


Salaries 


-. 1 

$ 150,000.00 - 


17.5% 


" $ 26,250.00 


Suppl ies 


107,500.00 


17.5% 


18,813.00 


Total 


r 

257,500.00 

i 


17.5% 


^ 45 ,063.00 



'73 
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^ Table XXVI gives .a breakdown of the actual differential cost for 

the instructional salaries and fringe benefits in one school due to ihe 

presence of two language groups under the jurisdiction of'the District 

of Kapuskasing Roman Catholic Separate School Board during the period^ ^ 

from July 1 , 1975 to June' ^30, 1976. 

The figure in the column under Actual Differential Cost is the 

sum^ of the instructional salaries and fringe benefits for one and-one- 

half teachers employed by the Board to teach French to the Engl ish-speaki 

pupils who attend St. Patrick School. It is felt that if 611 the pupi]s ^ 

under the jurisdiction of the Board spoke the same language, the services 

of these teachers would be unnecessary, thus creating an actual differen- 

t/ 

tial 'cost of $2:^,851.00 as shown in Table 'XXVI. ♦ ^ 



Table XXVI. Breakdown of Actual Differential Cost for Instructinnal 
Salaries and Frjnge Benefits in One School Due to the^ Presence or Two 
Language Groups. Thfe District of Kapuskasing Roma^^Cathol ic Separate 
School Board, J975-1976(a) . 



Items 



Instructional 
Salan>s 



Fri nge 
Benefits 



Actual 

Diffe rential 
Cost . 



1 Ful 1 -Time Teacher 
1 Half-Time Teacher 



Total 



$ 16,000.00 
7,000.00 



$ 592. '00' 
259.00 



23,000.00 



851 .00 



(a) The fringe benefits are 3.7% of the salaries. 



$ 16,592.00 
7^259.00 



?3, 85 1.00 
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Table XXVII is a breakdown of the actual differential cost for home 
to school transportation of pupi.ls due to the presence *of two' language 
groups under the jurisdiction of the District of Kapuskasinq P.oman Ca.tho- 
.lic Separate School Board during the school year 1975-1976^ ^ 



♦ 



The amounts given in the column unde-r Ac4^1 • Di fferenti al Cost is 

derived by muUi^p1yin§r the per pupil yearly cost by the number of pupils 

ft , . 

transported. These amounts were derived through conversations vwi th^Board 

official^, and study of. relevant data. 

The figure of twenty-'nine irf^'the column under Number of Pupil § 

Transported represents those English-speaking pup^'ls who live in towns 

withim the District and who are^bus|^to St. Patrick School in Kapuakas- ' 

ing. If all pupi.ls spqke the same language, these twenty-ni ne VouM 

attend school in their home town, thus generat>ng an actual differential 

cost.to'Hihe Board in the amount of $4,579.00 as shown in Table XXVJI 



-Table. XXVII. Breakdown of Actual WferentTaT .Cost for Home to Schdol 
Transportation of Pupits Due to the -Presence of Two Langilge Groups. 

-The District of Kapuskasing Roman, Catholic Separate School Board, 1975- 
197^. . ' - , 



Items 

* 


, Number of 
Pupils 
Transported 


'"y^ Per Pupil 
Yearly Cost 


ActiJA?>» 
. Di«lrent1^1 

Cos,t >, 


Home to JSchoQl Trans- 
portation of Pupils"^/ 

• 


-29' 


$ '157:90' 


$ 4,579.00 


4 




: ^ 


\ 



SO 
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^ In addition to the actual ^differential cost associated with th^ 
items of Table XXI V- , there is also an estimated differential cost which 
must be taken into account and 'whfch -i s presented in Table XXVIII. 

T+]e figures iii the column under^ Total fstiwated Differential Cost' 
>^ere .derived tfirough discussions with ecJucational officers and the study 
of pertinent and relevant documents.; * 

The researchers'bel ieve^that the total estimated differential 
cost of French-language education for the E^strict of Kaniisi-asing Roman 
Catholjc S^arate School' Board amoun'ts to .$1 92.^1 79 .00, for the academic' 

^ ' * f 

year as si^own Tabl e XXVI 1 1 . - ^ ^ ' ^. 

^ ^ * The estimated differentia! costs for both business administration 
an5 instruction are broken down m Tables XXVIII-a and XXVIII-b. 



The researchers believe tha-t the 'presence of twojanquage groups 
^nder the^junsdic'tion of the Distri'ct of Ka^uskasmg Roman Catholic 
Separate School Board creates a need^for translati.on services which would 
generate estimated differential cost of approximately $31,500.00 as 

Table XXVIIIt-a . IL is felt that adequate services would be pro- 
videdt)y a full-time translaforll' a full-time secretary p-1 us -^ppTies and 
equipment. * . ^ * ' • ' < 

Table XXVUI-b gives a br^akdowi^of the estimated di f ferenti a^ cost 
for /'Instruction'", which in this case comprises learning materials onjy. 

0 

'The reader will note that ttie exp-l ana t ions for the fjgures i'n the column ' 
under Estimate-d Differential Co^t .Per Student ^^r Year ii re given in 
Chapter II of thi.s Report: Availability and Costs of Textbooks, Library 
Books aad. Other learning Materials. 
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The~amounts in the column unde|^ Estimated "Ditferen^ial Cost were 
derived by itiul tiplying the ^mounts given as the estimated differential ' ' 
cost per student per year by the number of ' Francophone students educated 
by the present Board. ^ 

^ ttie estimated differential cost for learning materials needed for 

the "InstructioiV' of French-language pupils in the District of Kapuskasing 
Roman Catholic Separate Schools amount? to $160',679.0q as shown in * 
Table XXVIII-b . 

Ttre total di fferentia.1 cost, i ,-e actual and estimated, for 
french-langua'ge i nstrucji on, comes to $265,672.00 ($73,493.00^+ 
$192,179.00)*. 



4 ♦ 



See Tables XXIV and'XXVIII, 
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Tab!le 'XXVIII. Summary of .the Estiipated Differeatial Costs of French- 
Language Education. "The DTstrfct of Kapuskasirrg' Roman Catholic 
Separate School ^oard, 1975-1976: , ' ' ■' ^ - 



Estimated Differential Costs Total 

• y . ' . ' • . • • . Estimated 

i^ems ^ , , E^raordi$ary Ordinai-y " Differential 

Expenditures' - Expenc^ktures. • .Cost 

■ . \ ''^ ^ ^"-^ ' / - 

I Business Administration „ ' ^ 31 ,500.00 " ' $3J-,500.00 

11^ Instruction: . ^ ^ . ' 

A). Insjtructional.^ M ^ ^ * 

Administration - ^ .'^^ 

• \ B) Services and Pro- \ " . _ ^ ' 

V. ' gramme^ * \- " .1 * 

. C) Schools V ' ' ' ... • 160;6)9.00 ^ m.ff^M 

Iir Plant Operation and"- " • . 

Maintenance ' . , 

'iV ^ other Operat.ing ^ 

Expenditures . • -- ■ * __ • ' 

V .OebtXharges ' ^ , ..- _'_ 

* \ ' ' ' ^• 

•VI StLftient Transportation -- ' __v * 



Sub-total, 0 ■ ■ ' 'r- 192,179.00 



' . • ' -- 192,179..00^ 
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Tayp XXVIII-a.„ Breakdown of th^^^^d Differenl^ial Cost of Business- 
Admimstration Re Trench-j^anguage Tauc^tion. The District of Kapuskas- 
ing Roman C^tolic Separate .School Board, 1975-1976(a) ' 

^ «t ' 



Items- (!> '* 

-= — ^ ^ - Fringe - ' Estimated * 

Busmess I • Salar-ies Be<T£fit? Ot'her*r . Differential 

Admin.i stratioR '•' ' ' - «» Cost 



Translation 
^ Services: 

Translator^ 


$ 18,0^.00* 


$ /,620..00 


^ ' N/A 


» 

$ 19,620.00 


Secret^iaJ ^ 
^ Siraff ^ 


8,500.00 . 


' 765.00 


■ , N/A , 


■ 9,265..0l| 


Sup^rt-ies |nd 
'Equipment 


:^N/A ^ 


N/A ■ 


' $ 2,615.00 


2,615.00 


Total 


26,5D0.00 

■ JL_^ 


2,385.00 

s 


»— 7 

'2,615.00 


#- 

31 ,500.00 
• • • 



(a) Fringe benefits are 9% Of -salaries. ' 
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Table XXVIII -b. Breakdown of Estimated Differential Cost of Learning 
Materials for French-Language' Education in the Elementary Schools. 
The District of Kapuskasing Roman Catholic Separate School'Board. i 
1975-1976(-a). . ■ ' ■ 



Items' 

Learnin'g Materials for 
Secondary Schools 



.Estimated Number of Estimated* 

Bifferential *Cosf FrancopH^ne. Differential 

Per Student ^ ^udepts Cost 
Per Year 



Textbooks 


$ 5.56 


2,938 


$"^6 ,335.00 


Library: 








A) Books X* 


' 13.33 


2,938 


39 rm.oo 


' B) Techrricfans ~- 


- - ' .^o.:oo V- 


Z',938 " 


' 587760 Too 


C) Clerk-Typists 


10.00 


2,93S* J, 


29,380.00 


. D) Other Operating Costs 


0.80 


2,938 


2,350.00 


Othei?. Learning Materials . 

-rif : ^ 


^ • 5.-00 


- 2,938'- 


14,690.00" 


Total • 




?,938 


360,679.00 








V. 



imcke 



(a) The figures in the column\nder Estimated Di-ffer^nti al Cost Per Stu- 
dent Per Year have been taken from Chapter^ fl of ttffe Report: Avail 
ability and Cost^ of Textboo-ks-, Library Pooks and 'Other -Lea rni'nq 
Materials*. ' . - - , 
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• THE OTTAWA ROMAN CAJHOLI c" SEPARATE SCHOOL BOARD 
■ ' " ' ~ i ' 

The Ottayva -Separate School '^oard i's a' Iq^rg? urban board w^h a '"' 
- • ^^ • # 

• • schgol popul ati on ^of 22^231 pupil^: 10,490 or 47..2% French and 11, 

or 52^8?= En'glish. The Board has se venty-^even schools that are in 

operation: 37 French and 40 English. Quite^ften 'French and English 

schools are cJ\^s£^one another and serve a'reas that are more or less, •■ 

co-te^riou,s. The Bpard has 1 ,262 teachers, 597 French and 665 Englis.h. 

Only the Engl,ish section had grade nine and ten classes. 

•* . The authors. visited many times with the Board officials and 

^ officers who w.ere always interested and ver^ co-operative. They^Jiie.t with 

•' the fol'lpwing people: Mr.^Berchmans Kipp,. Director of E^uMt'ion and \ 

Secretary; Dr. Q^rard Dube,. SLferfnten'dent of French Schools; Mrs^ 

Ge-rmaine Malette, E'xecutive Assistant; Mr. Lucien' Vil leneuve , Chief 

■ Accountant; Mr..UJ. Gatian, Superintendent of "Constcuction and Planning;' 

-Mr.-|^. CousineaU, Chief Transpbrtati on ©fficer; Mr. Noel Demers,Mr. Gerard 

.L4vesque, Mr, Claude Brunet and Mr. "P-^erre .'Renaud; and .corrmunicated with' 

Mr, Ross Brady, through correspondence. ... 

■■' -- ' ' • " 

,.The Board's total expenditures for the R^riod July I, 19'75 to 

Julie 30, 1976, are estimated at $33,979 ,4'4?Co6 * ~ 

lj\ 1975-1976 tb-e Board offered a high "level of administrative and" 

educational services. -From information gathered daring interv-iews with 

Board of-tic1a1s, it v*ould appeal^ that a siilgle^l anguage bo^V^ of the same 

.size could theoretical ly. offer adequate levels of services, i-rt:, Ver-" • * 

vices of equal quality, that would l)e les6 costly. The' dupl i catl^ Of ' ' 

services a,^^l levels accourfts for a autystanffal di f ferenti.al cast. 
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The fcfllownTo/pages ar% a presentation of the «oard actual dif- 
,ferential costs Infurred by the dual Situation o/n-rovi'ding instruction 
Ind educational; services to '.two linguistic §ro%s/ ^' » 

The summary oT the actual dmerential" cost of. French-language 
education the Ottawa Roman Catholic Separate School Board for the - 
■period -extending fvom July 1 , 1975 to June 30/ 1976 is presented in 
Table XXIX. J 



1 




i 



y 



ERJG 



? 



87 
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Table XXIX. Surmia-ry 'ofvthe Actual Differential Cost of French-Language 
Education; Tbe Ottawa Ronjan Catholic Separate School Board, '1975-T97fai' 



f * - 


Actual Diff^ntial Costs 


Total 


Items 


Extraordinary* 


. Ordinary 


Actual 




Expenditures - 


Expendflbures 


Differential 


^ 






Cost. 


I Bus^frfess, Administration 




1 — ♦ 

$ 1-02 ,1 37.00 


$(^2,137.00 


1 1 Instructior>: " . 






* 






> 




A) Instructional 


% 






^Acbninistration 




170,137.00 


1 70 ,1 37.00 


*B) Services and Pro- 








^i^.-^ granros 




432,350.00 


432,300.00 



V C) Schools 



- Ill PTant Operation and 

Maintenance 
* IV Other Operating » 
, • ' Expenditures . 

A 

V Debt. Charges , 
. vi student Transpojrtati on 



458,994.00 
' 512,961 .00 

51 ,'802 .'00 



$ 401 ,855.00 
5 950.00 



458,994.-00 ■ 
512,961.00 

• 51,802.00 

401 ,855.00 
< . •' 
>^ ■ 9^0 . 00 



Sub-totals 



402, 805 .'OO ''Tr728 , 331.0o' 



Total 



2,131 ,136.00*' 



83 . 



ERIC 
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^ Table> XXX gjves a. breakdown of the differential' costs, of busigess 
adifiini strati on for the Ottawa Rom^n Catholic Separate Sehool Bbard." 

In the first part of Table XX)^ !^ following' additional costs* 
were estimated thusr one-third of th*e 1975-1976 expenditures far c.on- 
ventions and conferences for the trustees -and for, the staff, as well as 
one-third of.priTiting cosJ^s»and audjt.fees; then one-half of expenditures' 
for ddve^'^ising and recruitment of'staff. ^ 

.The- proportion of the total cost' of each i tern f hat 'is assigned to 
French-language di fferentiak fosts was 'arrived at through "guestimate|;\ 
based upon interviews, and pertinent and relevant documents. For examp^le, 
in the case of expenditures for tr^ustees^ conventions and conferences it 
, was possible to estimate that one-third af the funds were-^x^ncjed because 
the Board provided French-language instruction.* ' • ' 
However, because in many instances trustees could Ibe' wearing two 
.hats on such occasions, the researchers found it impra'cti cal , arid unrea- 
•lis^.ic to attem^ to^ quantify tfie exact participation in dallars and 



» » 

cents , 



In thfe second part of ' Table XXX , the 1975-1976 expe\i(Ji tures for ^ 
trarislation services are 'neceTssar^ all conk^idered additional. jltk 
^ TIjese costs were pUced under the functi'oa of business admini-^B 
str^tif|^), €ven' thoUgh*he §dard plaices tTlese siy-vices under TDther Operar ' 
ting E^^penditures io the. budget and financial report. j ^ : 
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''Table XXX. Breakdown of Differenttal ^ Costs Cff Business Admiilistration. 
• The Ottawa Roman Catholic Separate School Bt)drd, 1975 -1976, 



Items 



Proportion Assigned 
to t^rench-Language 
Componern^' ^ 



pifferential' 
Costs 



Conventions and Conferences 
for Trustees ' 

Conventions and Conferences 
for .Staj^ 

'^^^Adverti SI n^g : 

''^Recruitment of Staff 

" Printing - • 

Audit Fees 

% 

Translation Services: 
aries x - ' > 
Fringe Benefits ^ 
^ ^ Conventtpns . 
* ' • Travel ^ . 

• Books etc. 

* Office Supplies ^ 

, ,*^PriJiting ^ 

f 

Members hfp Fees 



1/3 

1/3 
i/2 
172 
1/3 
1/3 



$ ^5,000.00 

1,700.00 
'/ 850'. 0.0 
925.00 
11,000.00- 
■4, 000 .bp 

74,139.00, ' 
2,r43.00 
' ■'2(K).00 ■* 



-300^00 



450.00. 
250. 00" 
400.00- 
180.00 
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/-Table XXXI shows a breakdown of the additional- costs' of instruc- 

tional administrattDn, that is-, for educational s-up'ervi sory officers 

and services related to them within t*he Ottawa Roman Catholic Separate 

School Board. ^ ' , , ^ 

Through interviews with Board official? and study of' relevant 

datai%the% researchers estimated that one-third of educational supervisory. 

officers, their support and secretarial stafff, are additional, or, in 

^other words, are in excSss^of what would prevail -in a single-language 

situation.*; ' " ^ ' ' . 

« 

It. is^elt* that ther? would be onlyj^l 'Superintendent of Schools. , 
instead of 2; 4 assistant Superintendents instead of 6; 3 administrative . 
assi^stants i nsteac? of_4; 5 secretaries in^st^d of 8. ' 

To arrive at this estimate, the following basis was applied: 
the ratio of pupils per educational supervisory off i cer 'wi thi n large- and 
medium-size Sep'arate School Boards in Ontario, as presented in Table XXXI-a. 

One 'can ^e that^v/ithin the Ottawa "Ropian Catholic Separate 
School Board there are approximately 20,685 pupils, who when divi^rfed 
by 3,680, yield si<l educationa] si^ervisory , officers instead of nine as T 
'is' presently the case. , * .\ 



/ • 
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]^?^^nJ^^^-o^'^v''5°T Additional Cost; of Instructidnal Adnu" nf strati on. 
The Ottawa, Romali Catholic Separate Schob.l Board, 1975-;976. 



Items 



'Salary 



Fringe 
Benefits 



Travel, 
txpenses 



Additional 
Costs 



1 Su|*f ri'ntendent 



$ 40,425.00 $ 1,496.00 $ 2,000.00 $43,921.00^ 



* ■ 

^.Assistant Superinten- 66,150.00 2;44a.0O 4,000.00, 72 598 00 
dents ■ ,^ . ^' , . ; ^ 

1 Administrati've Assistant 16 J 70. 00 . ''598.00 ,2,000,00 M^, 7^8.00^ 

- • 

1 Secretary of Superinten- 
dent ' - • 13,545.00^ 



2 Secretaries of Assistant 

Superintendents • 20,062.00 ■ 742'?ao 



'>m no - — — ^— +r:o46 oo 



Total 



-20,804.00 




ERIC ^' 
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Table XXXI-a. Ratio or Pupils Per Educationcil Supervisory Officer Within 
Large-and Medium-Size Separal^School Boards in Ontario in 1975-1976-. 





t 






Items 


, • Pupil s 


Suf>ervisa)^y 


*. • Ratios 






Officers 


• 


Metro Toronto 


' . 92,915 ^ 


25 ^ 


t 3,717/1 


Waterloo 


16,969 




3,394/V 










Hami 1 ton-Wervtworth 


, -23^375 




4,67S/1 


Wirfesor 


18^195 • 




3, -6 3? /I; 


Essex * - ' 


10,237 ' ' ' 


• 3 












London-Mi ddlesex' 




4 


2,8^1 

* 


Total * 


J?3,0d8, 




3,680/1 
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• • "- . T.able XX^dl is a breakdown Of the differentia] »r iidditiona'l costs 
for the services and programme personnel within the instruation- function^;^ 

Conversations with Board educational officers and exaniination of 
the relevkant data convinced the researchers that because the feoard and " ^ 
all their schools are; French and/or English^ about one-th^ird of the ser- " 
vices an'd prog'ramme personnel are supernumerary or additional, i.e:,'in 
excess of what would prevail in a unilin^iual set-up^ 

Out of the eleven directors and forty-one consultants, it is felt 
that seventeen should be considered as additional ; .out of the nijfieteen or 
twenty secretaries, seven should al^o be considered as additional. 

These extra twenty-four peirsoRS^ yiel d an additional cost of 
$383,292 to the Board. . ' . / 



Table XXXIT. ^Br^akdown of the Oi f ferenfHai Costs foi> Services arul Progranme 
Personnel. The Ottawa Roman Catholic Separate School Board, 19JM976. 















^tems 


Salary ^ Fringe Travel 

Benefits Expenses 


Additional 
Costs . 


,17 to^sult^nts 


$ 315,860.00 ,$ l1 ,687.013 $ 8,925.00 ! 


\ 336,472.00 


7 Secretaries 


45r, 150.00 . 1', 670. 00 ' 


46,820.00 


.Total ■ ■ 


361,010.00 13,357.00 8,925.00 

0 


383,292.00 
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Table XXXIII shows l breakdown of the differential cd^s'^s of ^the 
' ' ^ 

Consultants' Office supplies budget for instructional services and pro- 
grammes of the Ottawa Romafi Catholic Separate School Board*during the . 
school year 197&-1976.' . ' ^ ^ • \ • 

The figures in the column under Differential .Costs wer^ derived 
in the following way. ^ - * ' 

The reader must bear in mind the explanations given for Table XXXIII 
where it is said that "conversations with Board educational\dfficers and 
examination of relevant data convinced the re-searchers that becaus.e the 
Board and all their schools are French and/or English, about one-third 
of the services and programme personnel are supernumerary or additional, 
i.e., in excess of what wouW prevail in a uniTingual set-up".' , 

Therefore, it is als'a felt that one-third of the- Consultants ' 
Office supplies budget for the instructional services and programme* - 
personnel also constitutes an additipnal cost.io the Board..* 

The amounts shown in the column under Differential "frosts there- 
fore are one-third of^e total amounts shown in the colirmn 'under Total 
Costs. * , 
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T^ble- XXXIfl, Bi^akdown of Differential Costs of the Consultants ' -Of fice * 
SDpiDlies Budget for %istructio'nai Services and Prograrni^es . The Oftawa 
Roman Catholjc Separate' School Board, 1975-1976. 



Items"* 



Total Costs 





Qpneral 


Special Education 


Costs (1/3) " 


Fees and Expenses for^^ 
. Courses 

Textb(K)ks and Reference ' 
Books • 


$ 4,225.00 
20,000.00 


$ 300.00 
-- - 


6,667.00 


Books Magazines, 
P-eriodicals ^ 


4,200.00 


1 ,800.00 


•2,000.00 - . 


Repairs to Furniture and . 
Equipment 


9,000.00 






Teloiphone ^ 


6,000.00 




: 2-, 000. 00 


Printing 


8, ,000. 00 


V 


. 2,6^7.00 


Office Supplies 


4,5'00^0 




1 ,500. 00» . , 


Teacher awd Pupil Supplies* 


34,025.00 


8,250.Q0 


14,092.0Q' r 


Furni^rfe and' Equipment 
(new^ ^ 


• 18,225.00 


i2,o6o°.'oo 


■ e 
* 10,075.00-" 

«. 


Resource Centre Supplies 


9,000.00 


* t 


, ' 3,000'. 00 


'T^esource Centre Printing 

♦ 


1,950.00 




650.00 ■ 


Guidance and Psychological 
.Supplies ' . ' 


4 

"3,200.00 


<^ . 


1 ,066. ao. . 


Miscellaneous 


2,350.00 




. 783.00 . . 



Total 



124,675.00 ^.^O?^350.00 



49,008.00 



er|c 
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Table XXXIV giives the reading of a summary Of the .total additional 
costs for tTie instructional- services and programmes under the jurisdiction 
of the Ottawa Ronian Catholic Separate School Board, for the school year 
1975-1976. ^ * . . 

The, total addi.tional cost of $432,300 is made up of two additional 
■costs: 1) the diTfereptial cost of $383,292 for personnel as presented in 

♦ 

Table XXXII , 'and 2) the d>f fer^nti^al cost fjor the Consultant's Office suppl 
budge.t'in the amount of i49,008 as presented in -Table XXXIII . * • 



Table XXXIV. Summary of Total Additional Costs for Instructional Services 
and Programmes: The Ottawa Roman Catholic Separate School Board 1975- ' 

1976. ■ : . ■ - . 



*J terns , 


r 

A 


Totiil Additional Costs 


Personnel 




~ • , $ 383, 292. .00 


Budget for Supplies, etc. 




- 49,008.00 ■ 


Total ' ^ 


^ 


" 1 • 432,300.00 
«^ ^ i_i 



/ 
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Table XXXV' is a, breakdown of a.dditional ; costs for salaries and 
fringe benefits in thi rteen *Bxtna schools duetto the presence of two 
language groups wi.thin the^ Ottawa Roman Catholic Separate School BoWd 
in 1975-1976, 

The researchers studied the French and English schools by group- 
. ing them together into sectors within the school zone, then they asked 
themselves what would be the hypothetical situation in each iff the sec- 

t 

1 

. tors.if/al^l the pupils attending these schools spoke the same language. 
When studying a settor, the following procedure was followed: 
i) ' determine whether the sector had a Francophone *or Anglo-, 
phone majority; 

ii) locate any vacant classrooms in one of more school s'of the • 
majority grH)up; ^ * 

^ iii) then one or more of the minority schools were vacated by 

transferrfng ^agh of the i)upi T'groups into the classrooms \ 
mentioned in i i ; 

, iv). the final step consis,ted of finding the costs of the/ew 

set-up as compared to the si tuation^ prevai 1 i ng in the' school 
• • . year 1975-1976. ' 

There was no reduction made to the nJknber of pupi 1 -groups , nor 
to the number of classroom* teachers. Therefore, there were no changes 
made to the pupi 1 -cl assroom -rat,io nor to the 'pupi 1 -homeroonr teacher 
fatio'. 

»• » 

- 'Ttircmgh'^-tfiat proce'dure'V n Was found that'iTThe Board were 
unj lingual . there would be only 64 schools in operation instead of 77. 
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'Therefore, there would certainly bfe a sub^tant/al differential- cost 
between the two- si tuations : the actual and Ifhe hypothetical. ^ 

In order to find the additional co/ts of tfjose thirteen extra " 
school buildings, the following was- figur/d for each of them: 
i) the principal's sgrlary; , : , 
ii ) the librarian's salary; j * 
iii ) the secretary ' s .salary . / , . ^ 

In certain instances., the pupils frorfi the extra school building, 
'once distributed within the neighbouring schools, increased the other 
(.principal's allocations. We also took .this fact into consideration. 
>These are" listed, in Table XXXVI in the column under Principal's Allowance 
Increase. % . . • 



. \ 



I 'i 



,9j - 



t 

J 
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Table XXXV. BreakdQwn of Additional Costs for Salaries and Fringe Bene- 
fits in the Thi r-^en Extra Schodls Due to the Presence of Two Language 
Groups. The^OtJ||/a Roman Catholic Sep9irate School Board, 1975-1976 . 

■ ■ ' ■/ • • • 

Items Salaries Fr>fige Differential 

Schools Principals Librarians Secretfirie's Benefits Cost 



St. Vincent $22,509.00 $5',692. 00 ■ $3,01 1 .00 $1,155.00 $32;367.00 

St. Bonaventure 22,001.00 6,237/6a .6,415.00 1,282.00 35,935.00 

N.-D. du Bon -Conseil 21 ,985.00 6,237.00 6,800.00_, 1 ,^96'.00" 36,317.00 

St. Dominique 25,246.00 .4,916.00 '6,800.00 1,368.00 38,330.00 

de Mazenod 24,584.00 9,41 7.00 ■'3,685.-00^ 1,^95.00 39,081.00 

de la Nativity 20,884.00 10,005.00 3,0^1.00 1,254.00 35,154.00 

Cardinal Leger 23,391.00 7,38^.00 2 »834 .OO* . 1 ,244 .00 34,858.0» 

Jean XXIII 22,280-..0G 4,2T8.00 . 3,452.CfD 1,108.00 31 ,058.00 

St.- Brigid * , 23,6-34^l50 7,195.00 3,011.00 1,230.00 '34,470.00'* 

r - ' - .1 

Assumption " 21,984.0€ 7,670.00 6,800.00 1,349.00 ' 37,803.00 

... - ^ 

St. Christopher 22,383.00 8,749.00 6,800.00 1,403.00 39,^35.00. 

Immaculate Heart ■ ' • , ' 

of Mary • 21,964.00 2,649.00 .6,800.00 1,163.00 32,596,00 

St. Joseph Primary 20,775.00 6 ,335.00 3,450.00 1,130.00 31,69t).00 



lotal 253,039.0a^86,X09.00 62,869.00 16,377.00 -458,994.00 

1 K 
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Table XXXVJ. .Breakdown of Pupil Redeployment for the Thirteen Extra Schoo.ls 
.Dua to t>e Presence, of Two Language Groups. The Ottavfe Roman Catholrc 
Se^arat^ ,Sctiool Board, 1975-1976. • ^ ^ . , 



Items 

Schools Theoretically ' 
I Closed 



Receiving 
School s 



Number of 

Classes 

Received 



Prino^pa^ 's 
Al Ip^ance 
Ifrcrease 



-r 



Gaston-Vincent 
St. Boaaventura. 

N. -D. (iu BOn .Conse^'l 
St. Dominique 



Mazenod 

Nativity ' , 
Cardihal-Leger 

Jean XXIII 
■.St. Brfgid 

?isiumption 

St. Christopher 

Immaculate Heart of Mary 
St. Joseph J^rimary 



* 5-6 area schools 

St. Lguis 
St. Elizabeth 
St. £eor^e ^ 
Integrated 

Holy Rosary 

St. Anthfiny 
St. Agoes 

Our Lady of Perpetual 

Help 
Integrated- 

Can. Ma^rtyrs^ 
Corpus"*Christ1 

St. Luke 

3t. Leo. 
^St. MlrkX 

Our Lajdy^f Mount Carmel 

'Guiges 
Routhi^r ' 
' B^rrette - 

Cadleux 
Genest ^ ^ 
Ducharmei 



4 
5 

1 sp. class 



$ 525,' 
5Eg« 
' 525/00 

ni 



M. -BerLirg^ois 
Ste. GeneviSve 

Pierre-Laporte 

St. Pterre 
.St. Pie X 



Total 




525.00 
5-^5.00 

525.00 



nil • 
nil • 
,.ni'l 

1 ,050'.00 
525-00 
nil 

525.00 
525.00 

525 .00 

5 25 .'op 



109 - 



9,450v,00 
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Tab^.e XXXVI I i s a tireakdown of the gross floor areas o.f'Boar<;^' 
owned buildings that were used to figure tJ^e ratios of ffie differential 
costs for plant operation and maintenance, debt charges and other- opera- 
ting experuJitures of the Ottawa Roman Catholic Separate School Board 
during the school year 1975-1976. ^ ♦ T ^ 

The figures given in the^oUimn under Gross FloCr 'Areas in 
Square Feet were obtained through ^discussions with Board officerTand 
study of .relevant and pertinent data fr6m the Planning and Construction 
Departrifent. ' . • ' 

'• The "building listed here as "Consultants' Office - Wilbrod 
Street" is considered additional by^Theyesearchers . The reader must 
bear in mind the explanatS^ions given for Tables XXXII. XXXIII and' XXXIV 
•concerning the preserfTn'nstructional services and prograrmies , both Fr/nch 
^an-d English. It has* al ready been said that twenty-four persons within 
the Services and programme personnel are ,cons_i der.ed .addi tional and all 
the remaining personnel could be located at the Consultants' Offices on 
Stanley Street at the main administration offices. That is why the" 
^researchers believe th^t the expenditures for the Consul t^nts '■ Offices 
on Wilbrod Street constitute ah "additional cost to the Board^^re: .plant- 
operation and n^intenance, debt charges, and other operating ?xper^ 
tares. . * 
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Table XXXVM'. Breakdown of Gross Floor Areas, of Buildings Used to FigiM^e the 
Ratios of the Differential Costs for Plant Operation and Maintenance,* 
Debt Charges, and Ot;her Operating Expenditures. The Ottawa Romcir> Cathol i c 
Separate School Board, 1975-1976 ; * , ' ^ / 



Gross Flo%r Areas Ratio to Total 

Schools / \ in Square Feet # -Gross* Floor Area. 

V " , i n % 



Gaston- Vi ncent 






J . 


H / * 


St. Bonaventure 


35;777 . 


* 


1'. 


53 


N.-D. du Bon Conseil 


, 16,005 


( 


• U . 


DC) . 












Strf Dominique 


27,180 






1 b 


Mazenod ^' * 


22,740 


\ 4 


0. 


98 












Nativitg 


1 1 ,'600 • 






50' 


Cardi nal -LSger 


18,280 




0 


78 


Jean XXIII 


17,^81 




0 


74 


St. Brigid 


Z4,5 75 




1 


05 ^ 

f 


Assumption. 


25 398 




' 1 


.12 . 


St. Christopher ' 


13,44^ 




0 


.58 ' 


Immaculate Heart of Mary 


\ 

>i ,600 •■: 




0 


.50 


St. Joseph Primary 


■ / 13,800 




0 


.59 


Sub-total 


272,408 




—3 — 

11 


.69 1 


Consultants' Office 
(Wilbrod Street) • 

Other Buildtngs 


•.]5,100 
' 2,04,3,*664 ■ 




0.65 
67.66 


\ — 

Total- 

* 


-; 1 ' 

2,331 ,172 
: — ■• 4— 




100 


.00 ' 
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' Table XXXVrlll gives a breakdown of the differential cost for -plant 
.Operation and* maintenance of thi rteen -extra schools and one extra. 'Coh- 
sultants' Office due to the presence of two"^ 1 anguage, groups under the 
jurisdiction of the Ottawa^Romtf^ Catholic Separate School Board ^during ' 
the school year' 1975-1976. ^ 

The figures in the column under Additional ^ost were, deri.ved iti 
the fol lowfng way. 

The Board's total plant operation \;i^d maintenan€e expenditures 
for the school year July 1 , 1975 to June 3&, 1976, in the amount of 
$4,156,9)0 were multiplied by the respective percentages in the column 
under .Ratio of Additional Costs. 

The thirteen schools and the Consultants' Office are sffown in 
Table XXXVII. • 



Table XXXVIII. Breakdown of the Differential Cost for* Plant Operation and 
Maintenance- of Thirteen Additional Schools and One Consultants^' Qff>ce • 
Due to' the Presence of Two Language Groups. The Ottawa Reman Catholic 
Separate School Board, 1975-t976. - ' ' 



Items . . 


Ratio of . . 
Additional 
Costs in % 

» • 


^Additional 
' Costs 


Thirteen Schools 


11.69 


J — J. » 

$ 485,942.00 


One Consultants' Office 


0.65 • 


y 27,019.00 


> ■; W 

Total 


n.23 

1 


512.961.00 


f ♦ 

: \ ' 


1 

/ 

•104 


« 
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' Table XXXIX shows a bre^Wown of" the*diffebenti^l cost's for the j 
other operating expenditures of thirteen additional -schools and orfe-- 
Consultants' Office due to the presence of two l^guage groups' under the 
jur'is(tiction of the Ottawa Roman Catholic Separate School Board -during 
the schopl year 1975-1976. • / ' , ' ^ 

. y The fi^^gures in the column under Additional Costs were derlved^fr 
the following manner. ' , • 

The^oard's te^tal other operating expendi tuj^es for the period j 
'July \ 1975' to June 30,- 1976' ifi the amount of '$498,460.00 less the traris- 
laj:iort/servi ces costs ($78,66^2.00) placed uader business administration i-r 
Table XXX , were multiplied by the respective percentages in the column 
uniler Ratio of' Additional Cos-ts. *J . . 

- The thirteen schoc\ls and the Consultants' Office arfe shown in^ 
Table. XXXVII. 



Table XXXIX. breakdown of the Differential Cost for the- Other Operating 
Qxpendi'tures of Thirteen Additional Schools and One Consultant^' Office- 
Due to the Presence of Two Language Groups; The Ottawa Rom^in Catholic 
Separate School Board, 1975-1976. 



Items € 


' 

Ratio of 
' Additional 
' Costs Hn % 
) 




• Additional 
Costs 


Jhirteeh Schools < 


11.69 




$ 49,074.00 


One Conjiultants ' Office 


0.65 

—4 . 




2 , 728.00 


#■ 

Total 


12..33 




'51 ,802.00 

Ski^ 


1 




1 


/ 
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Table 'It. gives a'breakdown of the ■ di ffenential cost for the ■ 
debt Charges of thirteen additional schools and one Consultants' Office ' 
due. to "the presence of 'two language groups under the jurisdiction of the 
Ottawa Roman Catholic Separate School Board during the- school year 1975- 
1976. , . ' , • ' 

The figures ,in the column under Additional C*ost were derived in 
the following way. ^ ' ^ 

The Boari!'s total debt' ^charges for the schodl year Ji^ly 1, 1975 
to June 30, -1976, in the amount of $3,256,532.00 were multiplied by the 
respective percentages in the column under Ratio of Additiona>i Cost. 

The thirteen schools and the Consultants' Office ara s^howrf in 
•fable XXXVI I . . ' A . ' 



/ 

Tattle XL. Breakdown of the Differential Cost for the Debt Charges of 
Thirteen) Additional Schools and One Consultants' OfTice Due to the 
Presence of Two Language Groups. The Ottawa Roman Catholic Separate 
Schjool Board, 1975-1976. 



Items 


Ratio of 
Additional 
"\ Costs in % 


^ . 

Additional 
Co sis 


Thirteen Schools 


11.69 


$'380,688.00 


Ope Consultants' Of^'ice 


- ' 0.65 • ' 


• . 21.,l€7.00 


Total 


12.33 ■ 


401,855.00 




— * 

t 
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Table XLI gives a breakdown of the difference in transportation • 
requirements, of pupil's, presently attendi ng 'the th.i rteen .extra schools due' ' 
•to the presence of two language groups under the jurisdiction 'bf the • . ■' 
Ottawa Roifian Catho'lic Separate School Board during,, the school year 1975*- 
1976. • \ ' ■ \ 

The*^ lesser and greater numbers of pupils needi ng, bus\tr<insporta/ , 
tion were arrived at after consultation'with the Board's Transportation 
Officer and study of relevant documents. • . . 

The researchers believe th^t if the thirteen schools listed^were 

^vacated and bus transpor^tation reor;ganizeJ accordingly , the \^sser nij^rber 

of papils who would need transportation would almost be cancelled out by 

the greater number of .pupils fronf other -schools '^who' woyld need to be ^ 

transported. In fact, only eleven less pupils would need ffSinsport^- ' 

^* # 

tion.^ * • - . 

» * 

. . The present additional cost to the ^Board for these eleven pupils 
is shown ift Tabl^ XLIL It wa^s derived* by multiplying their" number by * 
.the per pupil cost for home to school traQspf rtation during the school ' 
year 1975-!l9/6. ' ^ ' ' / . " 

Table XLIII shows the per pupil cosf which was arrived at by dividing 
the total home to scJ^iool transportation cost by the number of pupils 
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TaUVe XUh -Bf-'eakdavm^'of' tl^elBifference in Transportation Requirement^ 
of Pupfls,-P;resently;Attencl1'rtg Thirteen' Additional Schools Due to the ■ 
PreseRce' of ^Jwp ^Lari^aige Gr:{?1yps-. the Ottawa' Reman Cathol ic Separate 
•School Boards, 19^ia7f.'v*^^- • ^ ' • 



Items ^ ' 
• 


Lesser Number of Greater Number of 
"Pupils Meedina ' Pupils Needling • 
Bus TratDsporl^lt'icm gus* Transportation 


Difference 


Gaston-Vincent 




23 , 




23* 


S±. Bonave^nture ' 


V 100 _ . 


• i 




100 " * 


N.-D. du Bon ConSeil 








-- 


St. Dominique- 


* 




< 




^Mazenod 
• 


• 28 v- 


- 


28 * 


Nativity ^ 




90 _ 


+ 


. 90- 


C^rdifial-L^ger 




222 




2?2' 


Jean XXIII - 




t 


+ 


T9 


St. Brigid 








ie> * 


Assumption 


■ / 71 




^71 ' • 


St. Chris tDpher ^ ^ 








14 


Immaculate Heart of 
Mary. 






+ 


66 


St. Joseph Primary • 








77 


Tot^l ^ ; , 


445 

.a 


434 








* y 






i 


1 






• 


• 



V 



10 3 
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Table XLII. Breakdown, of the Additional Cost.for Hduie tb School Trans-- 
portation of Pupils Attending Thirteerl Ektra Schools Due -to the Presence, 
of two Language Groups. The Ottawa Romap CathoTic Separate School 
Bo'ard, -1975-1976. \ 



1 

Items 


• 


Additional Number 
of Pupil/s \^ 
. Requi ring ^^r3| 
Trap spq(j^%ai'i<)nBH 




Additional 
C»st 


Home .to School 
■ Transportation 




' ' • 11 , V 


$ 86.37 


\ — T- 

'$ 950.00 


. ' • . 7— ^ ^ 



Table 'XLIIh' Breakdown' of Per PuWfl ^Cost for-Home fo'School Transporta- 
tionr/Tji^ Ottawa lioman Catholic Separate School ^loard, 1975-1576. 



Items 



Total/ ^umber of 
Cost • 'Pupils 

Transported 



•8,563 



Per Pupfl 
cost 



^ 



Home tp School 
Transportation ^ 



$ 739;572^.«0 



$ 86.37 



\ 



VJ3 
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In addition to th(^tue^l differential cost associated with the 
itepis, of Table; XXIX , there is also^in estimated^^differentiaKcost" which 
- must be ta|(en ^nto account and which is presented in Table XLIV. ^ 
•■ The figure in -the column under Total Estimated Differential Cost 

"was derived through discussions with Educational • officers and the study 
of -pertinent and relevant documents.' 

The. researchers believe that the total estimated differential cost 
af French-language 'education for'the Ottawa'Roman Catholic Separate School 
Board am9unt^to $577,265.00 for .the academic. year as shown in TabVe XLIV . 

. Table XLIV-a gives a 'breakdown of the estimated differential cost 
for "Instruction" which, in tMs case, comprises only learning materials 
for the Fretich- language schools. The reader" wiU note that the explana-' 
tions for the figures in thp colurm under Estimated' .Differenti'al Cost Per 

Student Per Year are gi.ven in Chapter' II of this f^eport: Availability and 
«^ _ • . " ■ V , 

Costs of Textbooks, Library Books and Other Learning Materials. ^. ^ 

•The amounts in the column under Estimated Di fferential'Cost were 
derived by multiplying t+ie amounts given as the estimated differential ' 
cost per^pupil" per year by the number of Francophone pupi.ls educated by 
the present Board. • \^ 

.The estimated differential cos-t for learning m^erials needed for 

"Instruction" of french-language pupils in the Ottawa Roman Catholic 

Separate Soh-ool Board schools amounts to ,$577,265.00 as shown in * ' 

TaJble XLIV-a . - » "* - ' - 

— • » 

The' total differential cost, i.e., actual and estimated, for Frery£h 
language instruction comes to $2,708,401.00 ($2-,131 ,136.00 +$577,265.00)*. 
* See Tables XXIX and XLIV. • ' . ' 



110 ' „ 
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Table XLIV. Summary ^pf the Estimated Differential Costs of French- 
Language -Education . The Ottawa Roman Catholic Separata School Board, 
1975-1976. 



r 

f 


Estimated 


Differential Costs 


, Total 
Estimated 


Items x 


^Extraordinary 
\Expendi tures 


• Ordinary 
Expenditures 


Cost 


I Business Administration 


\ 




-- • \ 




' *ir Instruction; 

\ , 

A) Instructional 

• 'Adrfivni stration 

B) Services and Pro- 

grammes 










0) Schools 






$ 577,265.00 


$ 577,2^5.00 


III Plant Operatf&n 4(8d 
Mainf^aance 






• 




IV Otfief Operating 
Expenditures 




/ 




4 ' 


V ^bt Charges 








__ « 


VI Student. Transportation 
, y 










Sab-total ' 






577, 265. OO' 
^ 




*rotal 








577,265.00 
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Table *XC%y-a. Bre-akdown of Estimated Differential Cost of Learning 
Materials^ for French-Language Educjation in the Elementary Schools. 
The Ottawa. Roman Catholic Separate School Board,. 1975-1976(a)'. 



t 



Items 



Estimated Number < Estimated 

Di fferential Cost Fcancoptone Differential 



Learning Materials for 
Elementary Schools ^ \^ 


Per 
Per 


student 
'Year 


Students 


Cost 


Textbooks ^ 




5.56 


' 10,490 ■ 


$ 5§,325'.00 


Library : v , 
a) Books 




13.67 . 


10,490- 


'143,398.00 


b) Technicians 




20. Do 

** 


10,490 


209,800.00 


c) Cltrk-T^pists 




10.00 


10,490 


104,900.00 


d) Ottpr Operating Costs 
Other Learning .Material s* 




0.80 
5.00' 


TO, 490 
10,490 


8,392.00 
52,450.00 


s 

Total 




55.03 


10,490 


577,265.00 



(a) The figufes in the column under Estimated Differential Cost Per' Stu- 
dent Per tear. have b^en taken from Chapter II of -the' Report: Avail- 
ability and Costs Ojif^Te^tbooks , Library Books and Other -Learning 
Materials. ^ * 
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SECTION V t 87 

' THE SUDBURY BOARD OF EDUCATION 

. " The Sudbury Board of Education has jurisdiction over the public' 

'>and secondary, schools within 'the District" of Sudbury in mid-northern 
Ontario. We sKall ' 1 imit -bur study to tlie seventeen secondary schoofs 
dhd their fourteen thousand nine hundred and thirty-fOur students. Four 
, of these schools are knoy/n as French-language schooVs: Franco-Jeunesse , 
MacDonald-Cartier, Rayside and Hanmer. Ecole Secondairg de la Riviere 
des Frangais - French River Secondary School is cijnsidered as a'"mixed" 
school , J^rench and English. 

The total French-speaking enrolment is 4,34& students, or 29% of 

i . 

the total secondary school population. 

y The researchers commimicated with Board officials and officers ^ 

' through correspondence and by mail/ and had interviews with Mr. GeOrge 

Thomson, Director of Education; Mr. Roger Barbeau, SupeVintepdent of 

S^'hools; Mr. Grant Boyce, Superintendent of Business; Mr. L.F. Fitz- 

, Patrick", Chief Accountant; and Mr.'^R.L. Noble, Manager of Transportation, 

' . all of whom gave full co-operation': _ - . 

The Boardis secondary panel budget for the schaal year duly J, 

1975 tCrJune^, 1976 ,^was approximately $30, 642;069. 00. 0. ^ '. ,^ " / 

The, fol lowing is a preXentation. of the Board's actual" differen- 

tial cost brought about by the English-French situation -within the .present 

system. Table XLV give/ a summary of the actual differential cost^'for 

Frerich- language education for the Sudbury Board of^^^cation during the 



c ' 



\eriod from July 1 ,yi975 to June 30, 1976. 
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T^e XLV.. Summary of the Actual' Differential Cost of French-L^uage 
Education. The Sudbury Board j)f .Education, 1975-T976; 



V 

Items 



- I. Business Admjnistration 
II Instruction:^ 

A) Instructional 

" ^ ♦ Administration 

B) Services and Pro- 

grammes. Y 

C) Schools . 

'III Plant'Operation and 
Mai ntenance 
I V , Other Operati«g 
^Expenditures 

V Debt Charges ■ 

T 

_ VI, Student Transportation 



Actual Differerttial ,Co|its j^^^-^ 

Ext cajCJrdi nary Ordinary ] ActuaJ 

Expenditures Expenduures DiffeVehtSQ 

- Cost 



$ 19 ,935.00 $ 19, 93^*00 



626,638.00 {626,638.00 
329,676.00 



329^676 . 00 



9,456.00 



$ 166,1&2.00 
320^4.00 



9,456.00 
166,162.00 
320,804.00 



Sub-totals 


4S^,^6 . 00 


985,705.00 


Total' ' 

•V. • t -» 


<t " - 


1,47^671<00 


/ 




4 


N 






• 


• 




\ 
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Table XLVI is a bt^eakdown of the.^adtgal differential cost fpr 



business, administratiofi^e to th^ presetice o'f,two 1 anguager 'groups 'under 

th« jurisdiction -of the Sudbury' Bo ird of Education during thje^riod 

extending- from July T, ]?75 to ^une: 30 /t976 . " - ^' " ^ 
' « • / . . • 

Through conversations witti Boarrd off i cers and study of pertinent 

and relevant. data/, 'the re5earcjjjers.deri.ved the figures in'the column 

under Actua.1 Di.f ferenti^a^l Cgst'.. - ^ •, • \ ' ' : ^ 

. ,* "^he '-FrenchALan^uage"/\dyis'6l"y Coirroittee gerierates an actua.lyd-i f- 

. ferenffa,! cost fti' tbe.^Boafjd 'in 't^e 'ho^rlt of $5*,95O,00; the'-tran'sTation 



services '5;j8stvthe Boari^SlO jso.ao foj- .the."^t|^ans later 'a;id part4Hme 
secretary; .the f^es" j^aid tf^ Frenchyian'^uags p/of-^|^'onal . associations 
were^ $632.0d(H^^ert\^ements^for j^osTtiorrs, requ^r>ng a^kn^w.ledge of ' 



] $Z, ^03.00. . 'The- actu^T di'fferenti al cost' is shownfin Table, XL\[I 



French 

in th$' amount' of $.15335 ; 00 V 
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Table XLVI. ^ Breakdown of Actual Oiffetential Cost for Business 'Admini- 
stration Due to the Presence 'of Two Language Groups. The Sudbury Board 
of Education, 1975-197&. • • - . 

^ •■ ^ • . > 

. . ■ .. Actual 
Items . ■ - • . '4- 'I i)ifferential 



J_ ^j. . (Cost 



French-Language Advisory Committee: . , 

Honoraria . $ 3,600.00 

Travel and Conferences ' ■ ^ 2,350.00 

Translation Services: ^ ' ■ ' ' , ' ' . . " 

Translator's Salary amd < ■ ■ , 

. .Fi'fn^e Benefits ... , . ' _ 9,500.00- 

^ - Secretarial, Cost ' • i , ^ 1,250.00. 

Fees to French-Language Professional ^ 

/\ssociation3 ' , _ \ ; • ^ / '632.00 

Advertising " / ' ' 2,603.00 



, . •• ' , \ ■ ■ . ■ 19,935.00 
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Table XLVII gives .a breakdown of the ^speci al French-language 
.Student ,allocatiO!l -provide^i to five secondary schools by the Sudbury 
Board of Education during' the period from July 1,' 1975 to June 30 , 1976. • 

The secondary schools concerned are the .fol lowing: 1) four 

homogeneous^ French-language schools, i.e., MacDonal d-Carti er '^wi th 981 

students and Franco-Jeunesse with 927 students; both in the city'of >^ 

Sudbury; Hanmer Secondary with 1,077 students and Ray^ide Secondary with' 

♦ • - - 

1 ,025 students; 2) one "mixed" school, i.e., French River Secondary, with 
335 Francophone students, making up 83.5% of the schoal enrolment. 

* ^ ThI figures gi-ven in the column under Total Cost were derived 
through disctissions with Board officers and study of pertinent and rele- 
vant documents. 

The figures in the column under Per Student Allocation are 
explained thus: the Boarff gave a-n additional $21.00 per Francophone 
student in 1975 and $30. ^OD per Francophone student in 1576 a^ a special 
French-language al \ocation>^^over the higher costs of French textbooks 
and library books, of 'dupl i cat\m of books in\both language^, and of book 
bindiag costs. ' ^ ^ . / 

Therefore, the per student allocation of. $21.00 'for the year 1975, 



multiplied 'by "^4,345 Fre|icophone students for fcrlir-t^nths of the school 
year yieJds a cosJt of $36 ",496. 00. " ♦ 

Similarly, the per student allocation of $30.00 for\h€ year 1976, 
jpultiplied by 4,345 Francophone students for six-tenths erf the school 
year yields a cost of $78,210.00. 

/ ) The ^total.^' amount of the special French-language student allocation 
provide by the gbarrd for 1975-1976 $114,708.00 a,s shown 'in Table )fLVII 
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Table XLVIL Breakdown of t^ie Special French-Language Student 
Allocation Tf'ovided by tlie Board to Five Schools, The Sudbury Board 
of Education, 1975-1976. 



Items 

# — 


Ye^r 


Per Student 
Allocation 


4 • 

NumbeV of % 
Student's '' 


Ratio of Total 
Months Cost 


Four French- 












Language 


1975 


$21.00 


4,345 


/.4 


$ 36,498.00 


Schools and 












One ;'Mixed" 


1976 


30.00 


" 4,345 . 


.6 


■ 78,210.00 


Schotfl 










Total . 










114,708.00 



V 



i 
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THE SUDBURY BOARD OF EDOCATIOM ' ■ . 
Table XLVIII is a breakdown /(f the actual differential cost of 

— ■ • • • \ 

the Board allocation for the special remedial reading programme for the 
Francophone students attending th^ five s.econdary 'schools mentioned in 
the explanations given for Tabl^ XLVII .> ' - ' 

During the school year 1975-1976, tL 'Board authorized a remedial 



reading programme in the four French- language secondary schools and in 
the "mixed" secon'daVy schools: this meant one sifhernumerary teacher fSr 
each of these schools pTus a per school allocation of $2,000,00 to allow 
them to purchase bilingual materials and equipment for this remedial read- 
ing programme. ' |f ' ' 

The amounts given were derived through conversations with Board ^ 
officers and study of relevant data. • ^ 

The figures in the column under Actu|l^^^Dr^ferenti al Cost are the 
sum of the amounts given in the columns under Teachers'^ Salaries*,^ Fringe 
Benefits, Suorpl ies and Equipment. # 

The'special remedial reading programme for Francophone students 
during the 1975-1976 Bcademic year cost the Sudbur>^ Board of Educat^ion 

the amount of $112,775.00 as* shown in Table XLVIII . 

^1 



/ 



4^ 



/ 
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Table XLVIII. Breakdov^h of Actual Differential Cost of Board Alloca- 
tion for the Special Remedial Reading? Programme for Five Schools. The 
Sudbury*Board of Education, 1975-1976(a), 



Items 




Teachers ' 
Salaries 


Fringe 
Benefits 


Suppl ies Actual 

and Differential 

Equipment Cost 


f 

School 


A 


$-23,208.00 


$ 928.00 


$ 2,000.00 $ 26\l36.00 
2,000.00 2^,290.00 


School. 


B 


23,356.00 


934.00 


School 


c 


21 ,626.00 


865.00 


2,000.00 24,491.00 


Sch^l 


D 


15,571.00 


623.00 ' 


2,000.00 18,194.00 


School 


E 


15,061.00 


603.00 


2,000.00 17,664.00 



Total 



98,822.00 3,953.00 10,000.00 112,775.00 



(a) Ther Fringe Benefits are 4% of the Salaries. 

\ 
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Tabl^ XLIX is a bre*akdown/of the actual di f ferentiaV cost for tfhe 
cultural activities allocation in the five French ' or ' "mixed" schools under 
the Sudbury Board of Education during the* acadeinic year 1975«1976, 

The Board accepted a recommendation to grant $2,000.00 to each 
of the^'five schools having a Francophone clientele to promote their ^ 

4 

cultural activities^ . * 

- ' Then the Board decided to q^l locate a sum of '$20,000.00 to be 
divided among the twelve English secondary schools for a similar purpos^ 
This meant an^amount of. about $1,666.00 per school. / 

Therefore, each Preach school received abOut^334.00 more than 
the English schools; five times that amount equals $1,670.00 as shown in 
Table XLlX. in the column under Actual Differential Costi 




* 

Table XLI>X. Breakdown of Actual Differential -Cost for Cultural Activi- 
ties Allocation in Five French or "Mi-xed" Schools. The Sudbury Board 
of Education, 1975-^976. -• , 

1 . * 


\ 

Number of 

Items / " Schools" 


Per School ' 
Di f fe rential 
Cost 


Actual 

Differential 
Cost 


■ 

-J 

6rench and "Mixed" ' . 
Schools , ; 5 


# * 

■$334.00 


$ 1 ^70. .00 


* 

r 

• 




i 


« * * 

• 






* 
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Tab-1e L ^gives a breakdown of the excess student, capacity in the 
Sudbury area secondary schools dtie'llo th^ presence of two language groups 
under the jurisdiction of the Sudbury .Board , of Education during the ^ 
period from July 1, 19/5 to June JP, 1976, 

The figgres presented in Table L , as well as-Jn'the following 
' TaSle LL and Tablg Lif , were derived' through conversations with Board ^ 

officers and study of relevant information. 

The figures- in the column under Rated Accommodation represent the 
^ • total /lumber of student places within the- schools, ' ' 

The working capacity figures are 85% of th6 rated accommodation 

_ figures a^nd represent the ideal maximum capacity for the school, 

^ ' ' '/ * 

The figures in the column under Excess^ Capacity are derived ty 

findij^ the difference between the working capacity and the actual stu- 
J dent enrolment. 

The reader will note that in the Sudbary 'area secondary schools 
there is a total excess capacity of 892 pupil-places,' i.e., eqtial to the 
size of a medium secondary school. Therefore, the* researchers believe 
that if, by hypothesis, ^11 the students spoke the sayne lan^age, one 
mediym-size secondary school (such as Franco-Jeunesse or iTo-El ler^ Park , 
for instance) could be closed ©r would' not exist, and the students would 
be attending other secondary schools in the Sudbury area, . . ^ 

-The remarks just made concerning the Sudbury area secondary 
schools also apply to the tiorth-east area of the District as may be seen 
in Table LI. ' ' 
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In -that area, the reader wi^ note that irr. the four secbncfary' 
school s.^there i"? a total excess .capacity of -432 pupi 1 -places i.e., 
equal^^the size of .a small secondary school, as-i^ Cafp'reol, for * 
instance. - * « , 

Theoretically again, if ^11 the students 'under the Board's' juris- 

diction spo*ke the same language^, the ^students presently attending 

Capreol SeujndaV^y School couU be absorbed in other'schodls in -the area 

♦ 

Table LII shows, in" the column under E:^cesS* Capacity , a total 
of 139 student-places which the researchers believe is not significant. ' 
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Table L. Breakdown of the Excess Student Capacity'of the Sudbury Area Secondary Schools Due to the 
Presence of Tw o Language Groups. The Sudbury Board of Education, 1975-1976. 

- ^ 

- : . ^ 

^^^"•5 ^ ■ , Rate'd .Working , Student - Excess ^ 

Accommodation Capacity(85%) Enrolment Capacity 

^ ^ ■ ■ - 



Copper Cliff 


460 


391 . 


277 


114 


Lasalle Secondary 


1 ,492 ■ 


1,268 


1,320 


-" 52 


Locke rby Comp. 

K 


. '1 ,590 - 


1 ,351 


■ ' 1,084' 


. 267 


Lo-Ellen Park 


, ' \ * 970 

• 


825 


, . 806 


19 


Sudbury Secondary 


2,000 


1 , 700 






Franco-JeunessQ 


970 ' 


825 * 


927/ 


-102 


MacDonald-C&rtier 


1 ) s>\J J 


1 , IbU 


\^981 


179 


Nickel District 


1,540 . 


■1,309 


1,025 


28^ 


Lively Secondary 


1 ,110 


- > ^^"^ 


816 

> 


128 


Total ' 


11,497 - 


• ' • ^ 

t 

9,77? 


9.881 , 


892 




• 









C/) 

c 
c 

-< 

CO 

o 
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Table LI. Breakdown ef the Excess Student Capacity of the. North-East ffrea Secondary Schools Due to 
the Presence^of Two Language Groups. The Sud^tbry Board of Education, 1975-1976. 



terns 



Rated 

Accommolation 



Working Student Excess 

Capacity{85%) ' Enrolment Capacity 



-y 

Cap reel 


440 


374 


» * 

-278 


96 


Hanmer ' 


1 ,36S 


1 ,161 


J .01 7 


144 


Confederation fVal r;=irnn^ 




1 1 /I Q 


9 1 7 


231 


Garsoh-Falconbridge 


1,120 


952 


t 991 


-39 


Total - • ' 


"4,2J5 


3,635 


•3?'03 


432 . 














/ 
) 


• 






1 










r • 

t 
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Table- LII. Breakdown of the Excess Studerrt Capa^ty of the Northwest Area •Sp'condary Schools 
The Sudbury Board of Education, J975-1976(a). . " . • 



I terns 

— > 


^ -> 

Rated 

Accomnodation . 


' S*/orking 

- Capacity(85%) 


Student 
Enrolment 


Excess/ 
Capacity 




Levack . 


580 ■ 


493 


430 


63 


T-HE S 


Chelmsfo rd 


1,150 


978 


770 . 


208 


, c: 
c= 


Bayside 


- ■ ' ' 1,050 ' 

f 


893 


t,025 


-132 ^' 


RY BO- 


Total 


; ' 

■ ' 2,780 ' ' 
. 


2,364 


^,225' 

* 


139 


j> 

73 
O 

O > 

-n 


(a) In this 


case,^ the Excess. Capacity is not significant. 
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Table --LIII gives a breakdown of the excess capacity actual dif- 
ferential cost for the teaching staff in two stirp?us scho"t)ls d^e to the 
-presence of two language jjroiips under the jurisdiction of the Sudbury 
Board of Education during the feriod exienitf-ng-^rom July 1 , 1975 to 
June 30, 1.976. 

. > . ' ■ 

The figures- in Table Llll -were derived after discussions with 

. • ■ V/ 

Board officers and study of relevant data. ' " 

The reader will recall the explanations given for Jables^'L 
^1^^ LI concerning the hypothesis of^twp surplus secondary schools: one 
medium-size school or school M, and a smaller "one or school S. " - 

It is believed that the excess student capacity generates an 
actual differential cost to the Board for teaching stiff in the ;following 
way. / • ,■ 

- In school M., the following personnel a»*e. consi dered supernumerary 
one principal, two.v'ice-principals , one chief librarian, pi us 'one-thrrd 
Of twelve department Iheads; this proportion is used because one-thir^ o^ 
a departmervt head's time is given to administrative duties.' ' 

So, two- thirds of the departmenT heads are not considered a'ddi- ^ 
tional and none of the other teaching staff either. " 

In school S,- which is smaller, the following are considered addi- 
tional: one principal, one vice-principal, one chief librarian and one- 
third of six department heads. 

rt is felt that twelve department iieads for school M and six for 
school S^^aVe^ equitable figures because most medium and large secondary , 
schools have between twelve to sixteen department heads, one for each 
main subject. 
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..Table LIII. .Breakdown of Excess Capacity ,^tual Differential Cost, for Teaching Staff in Two Extra 
Schools Due to the Presence of Two Language Groups^. The Sudbury Board of Education, 1975-1976(a) . 



Schoo] M 



Items 



Number 



Salaries 



Fringe 
Benefits 



Number 



School S 
Sal aries 



Fnnge . 
Benefits 



Actual 

Di fferential 
Cost 















1 










Principal 


1 


$ 31,170.00 ' 


$"1 ,190 


,00 




1 


% 31,170.00 


$ 1 ,190 


00 


$ 64,720.00 


Vice-Principal 


2- 


'52,860.00 


1 ,956 


.00 




1 


26U30r00 


978 


00 


82,224.00 


Chief Librarian 






















• } '• ' 


■ 24, 000^00 ■ 


■ 888 


.00 




1 , 


24jOt)ftJ30 


868- 


00 


49,776.00 


Depar*tnient 






















Heads 1/3 of 

V 


12 


96,000.00 


3,552 


00 


of 


6 ' 




1 ,776. 


00 


149,328.00 


Total 


.16 


204,030.00 


7,586 


00 




9 . 


129,600,00 


•4,832. 


00 


346,048;00 



(a). DepartTOnt head^ salary: $24,000.00 Ore-third of their time given to administrative dutiesi 
therefore $8,000.00 is the proportion used ip the'-tolumn under salaries for deprartment heads 
-Fringe benefits are -4% of salaries. s ■ ) 
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The^o^unts in*the col urms >under arj^ and Fringe Benefits for 
both schools^add up to $346,048.00, the amount given in the col umri ^under 
Actual Differential Cost in Table LIIi: ^ ' • 

Table LIV is a brea,kdown of the excess 4|flpaci ty aictual differen- 
« • ». 

tial cost for the s^retarial serviced in two surplus school's due to the 

' • ' { 

presenp^.of ti^o 1 anguage 'groups Ainder^the jurisdiction of the Sudbury 

Board )of Education during the period July 1,.1975 to June 30,, 1976. 

W TJie figures 'in the column Under Actual Differential Cost were 

derived after consul tation with Board officers and study of pertinent 

documents. 

The reader will again recall the remarks made concerning two 
•hypothetical secondary school^ considered as redundant. 

^ The amount of $35.64 i/i the -column under Cost Per Student in 
Salaries was derived thus: the Board's statement of ^xpendi tures indi- 
cates t^t fTom Jirty 1 , 1975 to June ^O-, 1976, an approximate amount of 
$540,142.09 was disbursed for secretarial salaries in the seccrrvdary 
schools (including school for retarded). This amount divided by their ^ 
total enrolment (i.e., 14,934+ 222 =15,156) gives an approximate per stu- 
dent cost of $35.64 for school secretarial salaries. The fringe benefits 
,are 9% of the salaries. 

The cost per student of $38.85 (i , ' $35 .64 + $3.21 ) multipl,ied 
by the excess student capacity gives the actual differential cost for ' 
secretarial 'services in two e)(tra schools in the amount of $51 ,437.00 as. 
shown in Table LIV . • ■ 
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Table. LIV. Breakdown ofExcess Capacity Actual Differential Cost for 
Secretarial Services in Two Extra Schools Due to the Presence of Two 
Language Groups^The Sudbury Board oUducation, 197S-1976(a) 



Items 




Excess ' 


7^ 

Cost Per 


Student 


Actual • 




Student 
Capacity 


* Salaries 


Fring? 
Benefits 


Differential 
Cos t 


School M 




892 


$ 35.64 


$ 3.21 


$ 34,654.00 


School S 




432 


35.64 


3.21 


16,783.00 


Total 


V 


1,324 . 


35.64- 


"3.21 


51,437.00 



(a) The fringe benefits are 9% of the salari6's. 
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Table LV. Summary of Actual Di fferenti aUfost for "Instruction" in Five 
French-Language or "Mixed" Schools Due to the Presence of Two Langua.ge 
Groups. The*Sudbury Board of Education, 1975-1976(a) . 



Items 



w 

French- Language Student Allocation 

Special Remedial Reading Programme , • ' . 

Cultural Activities 

'I 

. Excess Capacity Cost Teaching Staff 
Excess Capacity .Cost for Secretari al^ervi ces 



Total 



Total Actual 
Di fferenti al 
Cost 

$ 114,708.00 
112,775.00 
1,670.00 
346 ,04 8. .00 
51 ,437.00 



626,638.00 



(a) Table LV is -the summary of Tables XLVII-to LIV inclusively. 
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A 

Iable_m gives a breakdown of the actual. differential cost for 
plant (Operation and maintenance of ^wo extra or surf.1 us. secondary schools 
due to the-p^esence of two' language groups under the jurisdiction 'of the ' 
_ Sudbury Board of Edu^tioo^for the period lasting from" July 1 , 1975 to' . 
June 30, 1976. . * ' _ . .• 

^ The figures in the colurrr under Actual Differential Cost were 
derived through, conversations with Board officers' and study of' pertinent 
and relevant d'ata, especial ly. pages 8 and 9 of ^ Board document entitled 
Budget 19-76 . • ^ 

^ .At this-point the reader wifl bear in mind again the explanations 
given forIable^^^^oncer.,ing two ext.a secon'dSry school, havinga" 
total excess capaciti/ of 1 ,324 studeMipla^s. 
^ ^ The^ figures in the coluim under Portion for July 1 . 1975 to' 

June 30, 1^6^ were derived by finding 50% of .the sum of the amounts given 
ia the c|^urrrs under /9 75 Actual' Cost Per Student and 1976 Estimated Cost " 
Per Stufft. in other words, .ne:half of the 1^75 actual cost peV student 
was^ applied to the period from July 1 , 1975 to December 30 . 1975; and one- 
half of the 197^ estimated cost per student waVappli.d to the period ' 
lasting from Jan^^ary ^, 1976\to June 30, 1976. 

• The figures in the column under ActuaT Di fferentiaL Cost were ' 
arrived at by multiplying ^the-amounts given ifV.the colurrr, under Portion for* 
July 1 , 1975 to June 30, 1976 by the number of student-places given, in the 
column under Exce|ss Student Capacity. ... 

. The researchers believe that the actual di fferervt.'al cost forp.lent 
operation and ,r«int^nance of two'extVa schools operated by .the Sudbury 
BdBrd of Education-Curing 1975-1976 was $329 . 755.00- as shown i /lable LVI . 

132 ; 
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Table LVl. Breakdown of the Actufil Differential Cost for Plant Operatiortf 
and Maintenance of Two Extra "Secondary S'chools Due to the Presence-of Two 
Language Groups. The Sudbury Board of Education, 1975-1976(a) . 



1975 • 



1976 



Items 



Actual Estimated Portion for. Excess Actual 

Cost' PeV Cost Ber. July 1 , 1975 Student Di.fferential 

Student Student to June -30, Capacity Cost 

• -n 1976 



Plant 

Operation $ 191.45 $ 206.39 $J98.92 



Plant ' 
.Maintenance 



48.09 



52."19 



50.14 



1 ,324 $ 263,370.00 
1,324 66,385.00 



Total 



239.54 258.58 249.06 



1 ,324 329 ,755.00 



(a) The amounts in the column under Portion for July 1, 1975 to June 30, 
"1976, are 50% of the sum of the amounts given in the columns under 1975 
Actual Cost Per StOdent and 1976 Estimated Cost Per Student. 
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Table LVII is a breakdown of the actual differential cost for 
other operating expenditures of two surplus secondary schools due the 
presence of twcT language groups urtder the jurisdiction of t,he Sudbury 
Board of Education for th^ period July 1 , 1975 to June. 30, 1976. 

The figures in the columas under 1975- Actual Cost Per Student 
and 1^76 Estimated Cost Per Student are to be found on page 2 of the 
Sudburj Board of Education 1976 Budget . 

, The explanations given for Tables L "and LI concerning two extra 
secondary schools having a total of 1,324 studeat-places are applied 
here also to find the actual differential cost of the function known as 
other operating expenditures. 

The amount in the column under Portion for July 1, 1975 to June 
30, 1976, is 50^-©f the sum of the amounts given in, the columns under 
1975 Actual Cost Per Student and 1976 Estimated Cost Per Student. 

The figure in^the cc^lumn under Actual Differential Cost^is tKe pro 
duct of the amount ^iven in the column under Portion for July 1, li75 to 
June 30, 1976 , and the number of student-pjaces given in the- column -un'de 
Excess Student Capacity. ' 'I 

Therefore, it is believed that t*ie a(^tual differential co^t for 
other operating expenditures of two surplus schools operated by the Sud- 
bury Board of Education in 1975-1976 was $9,546.00 as shoHi' in 
Table LVII. . ^ ' ^ 
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Table' LVII. , Breakdown of the* Actual Differential" Cost for Cther^Opera- 
ting E)^p^enditures of Two Extra Schools Due. to the^Presence ^f Two Lan- 
guage Groups. The Sudbury Board of fducatnbn , 1975-1976(a). 



Items 



1975 1976 ■ 1 • 

Actual Estimated -Portion for Excess '^^ctual ,^ 

Cost Per Cost Per .July 1J975 Student Differential 

'Student Studept' to' June 30, Capacity Cost" 

1976 ^ ' - 



Other Operating 

Expenditures $ 6.71 



$ 7,68 



$ 7.21 



1 ,324 



$ 9,546.0Q 



(a) The amount in the column under Portion fo^r July 1, 1975 ta,^ne 30, 
1976, is 50% of the^sum of the amounts given in 'the columns un^de/ 1975 
Actual Cpst Per' Student and 1976 Estimated Cost Per Student. 
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lable LVIII gives a breakdown of the actujrl differential cost for 
debt charges of two surplus secondary schools due to the presence of tv^o ' 
language groups un'der the direction of the Sudbury Board of Edi^cation ' 
- from July 1 , 1975 to June ^, 1976. 

The fi.gures in tfe cplumi;is under 1975 Acti^al ^Cost Per Student- - 
and >976 Estimated Cost Per Student are taken from_ the following document: 
rThe Sudbury Board o? E^cation- 1975 Budget , page 2. 0 

In order to figure the actual differential cost of debt charges, 
the researchers again applied the data of Tables .L and LI relgvaQ,t to two 
surplus secondary schools having r,324 stutie'nt-places. 

Jhe figure shown in the column under Portion for July 1 ,» 1975 to- 
June -30, 1976, is 50% of the sum of the amounts given in the columns 
under 1975 Actual Cost Per Student and 1976 Estima,ted Cost Per-Student. 

The total in the column under Actuaf Differential Cost' is the ' 
product of the amount giveri in the column under Pot^ion for July 1, 1975 
to June 30, 1976, and the gumber of student-places shown in .the ct)lumn ■ 
under Exces-s Student Capacity.. ^ ■ * ■ . - - * 

The actual differential cVst fo'r^cjebt charges boml^y Sudbury 
Boar4 of Education in' 1975-1976 wal approximately $166,162.00 as shown ir> 
Table LVIII . ' _ ^- ' . 
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l3. Bifeakdgwrv of the ActuaJ Differenti almost for Oeb.t Charged 
xira Schools Due to the' Presence of Two L^ffol^ Groups . The 



Table 'LVI. 

of Two ExWra Schools Due to the' Presence of Two 
Sudbury Board of Educaftion, 1975-1916U) 



1975 1976 



'Item' 



Actual Estimated Port4!0a for , Excess Actual. 

Cbst -Per Cost Per .-July 1 ,r975 Student Diffecantial 

Student Student 'to June 30, 'Capacj^ty Cost ^ ' 
.^..-1976 



Debt Charges ,$118,5? $ l'3?.5.3 $ 125 *50' 1 ,324 $JlS^162.00 



(a) The figure, in the column' under Portion July 1, i'975' to June"*30, T976 , 
• IS 50% of ttie sum of the amounts giv^in the columns under 197? .Actual 
j* . Cost/er Student and- 1976 Est i mate fi**C^t Par Student. - 

J : •- < 
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. \ ■ - ■ 'j^ 

Table LIX gives a br^^^^own of the- average cost per s£udei;it - . 
transported far home to school transportation of secjondary school students 
under th6 jurisdiction of thS Sudbury Board ^ Education during the aca- 
demic y^r 1875-1976. ' : , ^ 

TH^e amounts -gi ven in Table HX were derived after conversations 
with the Manager of Transportation and study of relevant data. 

> The figure in, the colOmn under Average Cost Per"5Tudent Trans- 
ported wS5 arrived at by flividing 7,687, the totaj number of students 
transported, .into^^l ,.332^549. OO^Ue board's total expenditure for home 
to school transportation for theT^Bbol yUr. ^ 

The researctiers believe ^that the avera^g^ost pfir student trlins- ^ 
ported for home to school transportation , In -1975-^976 was* $1 73. 35 , as 
^own in Table LIX. „ ' ^ , '^T^ ' ' ^ 



I 
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^^le LIX. Breakdown of the, Average Cost Per Student Transported for 
Home to School Transportation' of Secondary School Students. The 
Sudbury Board of Education, 1975-1976. 

' •' x-'-^Total ' Students Transported J^^^^e^Cost 

ItQuis Expenditure English French , Total Transported 

^^^^ ] ' i 

Home to School 
Transportation 

^a) Contracts $1,305,796.00 4,085 3,201 $7^36 
b) Public. ' 

, Trarvsit 26,753.00 213 188 ' AOr 



1 



Total - 1, -332, 549.^0 4,298 3,389 7,687 173.35 
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Table LX Compares the*lT&*«^^o school transportation ratio of 
English-speaking students to that of the' French-speaking students during 
the .academic year 1975-1976. 

y 

The figures in the column under Transportatioh Ratio were derived 
by dividing the number of students transpprted by the nur^er o^f students 
enrolled. . , ' 

The reader will note that "while 78.0% of the French-speaking 
students are bused to school, only 40.6% of English-speaking students 
are transporteii to school. 

AssuTTifng that all secondary school students spoke the same lan- 
guage", for instance English, the researchers believe that the situation 
illustrated in Table LXI \ftfOuH prevail. It gives a breakdown of the 
home to school' di ffe rent iaM of'the actual French-speaking students in a 
hyp%hetical unilingual set-up.' 

The figures in the. column under* Students Transported indicate the 
following: at the present t'lnie, out"^f 4,'345 Frenph.-speaking students, 
78% of th^ i.a(i?, 3,3S9\^ aret bused to sChoo].- If tf^ assumption is^made 
that all the $eco'ndaify,^§chool s were^Engl ish , tti^n tfie researchers believe 
that the transpprta^TSn .rat^'o for English-speaking student^ wotil d apply , 
i.e., 40.6% instead of 78.0% as showh in Table LX. 

In this case, 1 ,764 of the pres,ent French-speaking. students^ 
i.e., 40.6% of 4,345, wpuld require transportation. 

Tj;^j^as?umpti6n creates a di flferent^€l of 1 ,625 shown in the' ^ 
^ column under Students ^Transported in Table LXI. It ,i's felt that 1,625 
among the actual Francophone stu3ents^woul^ not require Jbus transportation 
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G'iri the hypothetical unilingual set-up. Therefore, the researchers 
believe that the present situation generates SPl additional cos^ to the 
Board in the amount of $281 ,693.00 as shown in Table LXIL 



^ ... . . . . 

Table LX. Comparis.oh of the Home to School Transportation Ratio of 
English-Speaking Students arrd Freneh-Speaking Students. The Sudbury 
Board of Education, 1975-1976. * 




-Item^ 


Students 
Transported' 


Students 
Enrolled 


Transportation 
Ratio 


Home to School ' 
Transportation: 


— ' 






a)- French-Speaking . 
Students 


3.389 , 


4,345 


7-8.0% ' ■ 


b) Engl ish-Speakjng - 
Students 


4,298 


10.589* 


t , 

• 40.6% 


Total r , 




14. '934 





3 
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''Table-LXi^ Home to School Transportation Diff&rential of Actual Fr:ench- 
Speaking Students in a Hypothetical Unilingual Set-Up. The Sudbury 
Board of-Education, 1975-1976. 



Items 


Frencti-Speakihg . 
,.*Student Enrolment 


Transportation 
Ratio 


0 ^ 

Students 
Transported 


>■ ■ 

-Actual 

Transportation 


4,545 


78.0% 


> • 

3,38^ 


Hypothetical 
Transportation 


4,345 . 


40.6% 


1,764 










Differential 


4,345 ■ 
^—^ • / 


■ 37.4% 


.1 ,625 



Table *LXII. Breakdown of Act#l Differential Cost for Home to Schoo]'' 
Transportation Due to the Presence of Two Language Groups. The Sudbury 
Board of • Education , 1975-1976. . ^ . . 





Hyp"5thetical 


Average Cost 


Actual 


Items 


Transpartation 


Per Student 


Di ffe rential 


, 


Di fferential 

9 


Transported 


Cost 


Home to School 








Transportation 








of French- 








'Spe^king 








Students 


' 1,625 


■ $ 173.35 


$ 281 ,693.00 
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. In, Addition to the actual -di fferential cost associated with the ^ 
items of Table XkV , there is al9|) an estimated differential cos<t which 
must be taken inta account and which is present^ in Table LXIIL 

The figures in Table LXIII were derived throi/gh conversations . • 
with Board officers and a professional colleague and the study of 
pertinent and. relevant documents, ' ^ 

TH^researchers believe that the total estimated dif ferentieil cost 

T 



of French-language eMducation for the Sudbury Board of EcftlSatior) for the . 



academic year amounts to $388,973.00 a^ shown in Table LXIII . 

* * 

The estimated^differential costs for business administration., as 
wel.l as ,for the divisions within, the "Instruction" budgetary function, 
are broken -down in Tables LXIII-a, LXIII-b and LXIII-c . |, 

The researchers' opinion is that the presence of two language 
groups under the jurisdiction of a school board as large as the^Sudbu^^y^ 
Board of Education justifies an estimated differential cost of $20,750.00 
for translation services as shown in Table LXIII-a . ' 

It is felt that the minimum services required are a- fulV-lTime - 
translator, a full-time secretary, p\is basic supplies and equipment. 

The reader wj 11 note, in the column under Allocation Al ready fro- - 
vided, that the Board presently allocates $9,500.00 for a translator who 
works about h^f-time, plus an amount of $1 ,250.00 for part-time se,cre- 
ta rial help. ^ ^ , . 

Therefore, the figures in the' column under Estimated Differential 
Cost totaling $20,75p.OO were deri ved' by' subtracting the figures j'n the 
column under Allocation Already Provided from»the estimated differential 
costs for salaries, fringe benefits and other, i.e., supplies and equipment 

U3 
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The note /it ttie foot of Table LXIII- a reminds the reader that the 

figures in^he column undSr Allocation Al ready' Provided have J^een taken 

from Table XLVI. 
^ . % 



In the, field of instructional administration, there are at the 
present *time, besides the Director of Sducation, eight superintendents v 
working for the Bdard; two of^thbse superintendents 'are bilingual and 
their services benefit the entire Board, thus allowing them to dedicate 
only part of their time to French-language secondary schoq^ls. ^ 

Moreover, in the afield of instructional services and pfogrammes, 
there are no co^ordi nators and/or consultants whose services are dedi- 
cated entirely to 1^e French secondary school clientele, which totals^ • 
4,345 students. 

Therefore, ^tbe researchers believp that a Board having 4,345 
French-speaking secondary sGhool students under its jurisdfction should 
have at least or?e educational supervisory officer, i.e.; superintendent, 
dedicated full-tfme to French-language schools? To arrive at this con- 
elusion, the following basis was 4ise4* Table i'V showing a ratio of 3,680 
pupils for every educational supervisory officer within large-and medium- 
size Separate School boards in^tarj^o duri ng(|1575-1976^ 

. It is also felt that there \s a need for a minimum of five 
co-ordinators and/or consultants for important instructional fields or 
departments in the French-language secondary p^nel . This means an 
average of,,one co-ordinator for approximately 800 students. This conclu- 
sion was, reached through consultation with a professional*^co1league 
and other educational supervisory officers. This average seems to 
be a sound operational figure; it is not necessarily ideal but \^ is. 
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considered desirable ^ind practical. " 

The estimated differential cost for instructional administration, 
services and programmes to provide French-language education during the 
academic year amounts to $174,000.00 as shown in Table LXIII-b . 

Table LXIII- c gives a breakdown of the estimated differential cost 
of learning materials Vor French-language education in the secondary 
schools under the jurisdiction of the Sudbury' Board of Education for the 
academic year 1975-1976. 

\ "'The reader wi 1 Knote that the explanations for the figures in the 
cCTumn under Estirr^ated Differential. Cost Per Student Per Year are given 
in Chapter II tjf^his Report: Avai 1 abi 1 i ty. and Costs of Textbooks, 
Library Books and .Other Jtearni ng Materials. 4 

The amounts in the column under estimated Differential fost were 
derived by mi>ltiplying the amounts' given as the estimate^ differential 
cost per student per year by the number of Francophone secondary school^ 
students educated by the (present Board. 

Th€ estimated differential cost of learning materials needed for 
the "Instruction" of French-language students in 'the secondary schools 
amoun1*^to $194,223.00 as shown in Table LXIII-c . * 

The total differential cost, i.e., actual afad estimated, for 
French-language instruction comes to $1,861,644.00 ($1,4)2,671.00 + 
$388,973.00)* 



* See Tables XLV and LXIII- 
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Table LXIII., Sumrnary of the Estimated Differential Costs of French- 
. Language Education. The Sudbury Board of Education, 1975-1976.* 





Estimated Differential Costs. 


Total 






Estimated 


Items 


Ext raordi nary Ortti nary 


Differential 




Expenditures Expenditures 


Cost 



I 


Business Administration 




$ 20,750.00 


$ 20,750.00 


II 


Instruction: 










A) InstructiorjSt * 

Administr%iion^ 




36,500.00 


36 , 500 . 00^ 




B) Services and Pro-, 
gramnes . 




137,500.00 


137,500.00 




C) Schools 




194,223.00 


194,223.00 


III 


Plant Operation and 
Maintenance 


^ _ 






IV 


Other Operating 
Expenditures 








' V 


Debt Charges 








VI 


Student Transportation 




* 




Sub- 


totals 




38«,973.00 





Total 



388,973.00 
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Table LXIII-a. Breakdown of the Estimated Differential Cost of Business 
Administration Re French-Language Education. The Sudbury Board of 
Education, 1 975-1976(a) . 



Items 



Business 
Adm^ strati on 



Estimated Differential Costs Allocation Estimated 

Already Differential 

fringe P ro vi de d Cos t 

Salaries Benefits Other 











Translation 








Services: 








Translator 


$ 18,000.00 $1 ,620.00 


$ 9 ,500.00 


$00,120.00 










Secreta rial 






Staff 


8,500.00 765.00 




■ 8,015.00 ^ 


Supplies and 








■ Equipment 


^- ■ $2,615.00 




2, 61 5. CO 



Total 



26,500.00 2,385.00 2,615.00 10,750.00 20,750.00 



(a) The figures -in, the column under Allocation Already Provided have been 
taken from Table XLVI . ^ 
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Table LXIII-b. Breakdown of the Estimated Differential Cost of Instruc- 
tional Administration and Seryices and Programmes for French-Language 
Education. The Sudbury Board of Education, 1975-1976/" 



Items 



Average 
Salaries 



Instructional Administration: 

1 Educational j^pervisory Officer ' . ' 

(Superintendent) * $ 36,500.00' 

Services and Programmes: 



5 Co-ordinators and/or 
Consultants 



Total 



27,500.00 



Estimated 
Differential 

Cost^ 



$ 36^00.00 



137,500.00 



174,000.00 



\ 
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Table LXin--c. Breakdown of Estimated Differential Cost of Learning 
Materials for Frenill-Lan^uage Education in the Secondary Schools. The 
Su'dbury Board of EduQatiOji, 1975-1976(a) . 



i 

Items 

Learning Materials for 
Secondary Schools 


Estimated 
Di fferential Cost 
Per Student 
Per Year' 


Number of 

Fra'ncqphone 

Students 


^ — ■ 

„ Esti mated 
D-i'ffe rential 
Cost 

• 

> 


Textbooks 


$ 10.87 


4 ,345 


S 47 ,231 .00 


Library: ^ 








Books 

b) Other Operating • 
Expendi tu^res , 


25.40 
,-0.43 • 


4,345 
4,345 


-110 , 36 3.00 
1 ',869.00 


other Learning' Materials 


8.00 
t 


V 

4,345 


. * 34,760.00 


Total 


\ 44.70' 

— — '- 


4 ,345 


19'4,223.0O 



(a) The figures in the column under Estimatedv Differential Cost Per Stu- 
dent Per Year have been taken from Chapter II of the Report: Av*ail- . 
ability and Costs of Textbooks, Library Books and Ofher Learning ^ 
Materials, . , ^ - 
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• THE PRESCOTT AND RUSSELL COUNTY BOARD EDUCATION ' 

\ 

•The Prescott and Russell County Board of Education*is situated 
in a highly ruraT district in eastern Ontario and has^ secondary schooL 
ej»rolment of approximately 4,000 pupils; o^er 80% are French-speaking. ' 

^ The Board operates six secondary schools in different parts of 
the two counties: 

a) tjiree of these schools are homogeneous pVench-language . 
schools: ^ ■ 

Cassellman; 614 students and 40 teacheVs; 

Embrun : 236 students and 17 teachers; * ^ 

Rockland: : 328 students and 21 teachers. . ^ ^ 

b) the other three schools have a mixed clientele: 

\ , Hawkesbury : 1 ,270^ students and 80 teachers 

1 ,074 French or 85%. ' . * 

196 feniglish or 15%; ' ^ , ' - ' 

'•Plantagenet : 1,159 students an9l^<?4 teachers 

952 French or 82%, ' ^ ' , - • , 

207 English or 18%; 

V^inkleek Hill .: • 533 studen.ts and 37 teachers 

" . 318 French or 60% , - - ir^ 

^ . 215 English or 40%.' . ^ 

The researchers had .conversations wl^th the following persons wtio 

were all very- co-operative: Mr. Edgar Mageau, Director of Education; 

Mr. J^rnand Lortie, Superintendent .af Secondary Schools; Mr. Jean- 

Jacques Fleur, Business Administrator; *Mr. Claude C^vac, Executi.ve ' 

Assistant;- pi us a secondary school prijicipal and a- vi ce-principal ./ 

>he Board's secondary panel 'budget (including schools f .'' 

retarded) for the peri-od July 1 , 1975 to June 30, 1976', was A^^oximately 

$10,306,487.00. - ' . ' . ' ' ~ 
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The fol/owingvi3 a presentation of the Board\ actual differential 



^ost generated by the presente of two language groups in the present 
Qpganizatlon. A summary is- given in Tabig (fklV. 
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Table LXIV. Summary of the Actual .DTfferenti al' Cost& of French-' ' 
Language Education. The Pres-cott and Russell Coin tV Board of 
Education, 1975^1976. . ; , j- u ur , ^ 



• Items 



. Actual^! fferential Costs, Total ' 

•= : : Actual 

Extraordinary Ordinary Differential 

Expenditures Expenditures Cost 

' t 



I' Busi^s^ Adrrrfnis.tration 
, II Instruction : - 

A) iQstructional 
" ^ T^dmintstration 

'I^J^Z-^eTwices and Pro-' 
•^^ ^5/rammes 

C}-.^chools 

III Plant Operation and 
./riaintenance 

I . < 
IV' Ot^er Operating 
. Expendiif ures 



$ 31 ,287.00 $ 31 ,287.00 



343,069.00 
53,339.00 
1 -i*^.00 



V ^Debt Charges 



VI Student Transportation 



$s44,453.0O 



343,069.00 

53,339.00^ 

1 ,843.00 
44,453.00 



SutJ-total5 7 


*• 




i 

44,453.00 


429,538.00 


— % 


TotaT / 




J. 




1^: 1 

• 


473,991.0^ 



10 
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% 

T^^^e LXV i5 a breakdown of the -actual different! al 'cost for 
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the business administration of the Pre^ott and Russell tounty' Board of - 
•Edition due to the presence of two I'anguage groups under its jurisdic- 
'tion during the period extending from July 1, 1975 to June 30, 1976. 

The figures in the column under Actual Differential Cost were 
derived after conversations with Board officers ^and the ^tudy oV pertinent 
documents. 



• Thentems creatii^^ actual differential cost are the followincr: 
the FrencK-Language Advisory Committee's honoraria in "^he amount of 
$3,600..00_and their expenses for travel and conferences which total 
$2,687.00; the Board also has translation services which generate an 
actual_ differential cost, a translator is ^ired on a three-quarter time 
basis and remuneralted in the- amour>t of $12 ,750, secretaries , ako' • 

If 

employed on a part-t>me basis, 'account for a $5,000.00 additional 
expense. An amount fcf $7,250.00 was 'spent for supplies and equipment. 

The actual differential cost -for business administration for the 
^Prescott and Rtissell Coutity Board of Education in 1975^1976 was $31,287.00 
as sHown in Table LXV. 
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'Table, LXV. Breakdown of Actual Differential Cost for Business Adminis- 
tration-Due to the Pr^sencp of Two Language Groups. 'The Prescott and 
Russell County Board of Education, W75-1976. 



^.^^^^^ • Actual 

Items \ ■ • • Differential. 

> Cost 

French-Language Advisory Committee: ^ ' , 

Honoraria — : . j 3,600.00 ^ 

W Travel and C(5nferences * .'2,687.00 

Translation Services: - ^ ' ' ' * 

Translator's. Salary ^nd fringe Benefit's ^ 12,750.00 

Secretarial Staff- ; • ^ 5,000.00 

Supplies and Equipitient . 250.00"' 




Total , ■ . y 31,287.00 



r 

4- 



THE PRESCOTT AND RUSSELL , COUNTY BOARD OF EDUCATION ^ }^ 



Table LXVI gi-ves a breakdown of the -actual differential cost for 
school office administration in 'tJhV^e "mi xed" -secondary schools on 
account the presence of two language groups. 

The figures in tKe-coTumn under^A^ual Differential Cost were 
derived after consultation with Board officers and- s^tudy of relevant^ ^ 
information. • ' ^ ^ 

, The three "mixed" secondary schools concerned' are , as stated 
oVeviously, those in Hawkesbury, Plantagent and Vankleek Hill. ^ « 

% The amounts given in the column under Actual Differential Cost 
were arrived at in the fol'lowing way. ^ 

For translation/services; in each *(>f- the three secondary 
scho(Tls mentioned above y-ooe^ teacher liaj to devote twel ve percent of 
his time to translation. Therefpre, the sum of the salaries'^ and fringe 
benef^i^ts of three teachers multiplied by 12%, the proportion assigned 
to the bilingual situation, equals $9,706.00. 

for school secretarial services: there is a totSl of seventeen 
secretaries in the three "mixed" secoadary schools'! 

* After conversations with Board and School officers, the 
researchers believe that approximately forty-two percent is a reasonable 
'proportion assigned to'the bilingual sittjatft)n of the three schools con- • 
corned. >For instance", a secondary school principal stated emphatically 
that sixtyto^e hundred percfh^ more work is involved-at the school-' > 
office because ^J^ything'is .done in both French and English; this 
opin'ion was corrojDorated by the Board administration^ officers. , 
J , . 
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-Stated different!^ then, this means that one-third to one-half 
of-the secretaries'' work load 'is daplKation and aticfitional on account 
of the -two-language set-upt Therefore', the researchers beTieve that 
the ratio of 42% in the col unrl^under i'rbportion Assigned to the Bilin- " 
gua-l Situation is a sound and reasonable percentage. 

The sym of the secieetaries "salaries and fringe benefits nwlti- 
plied by 42%, i.e., the ratio'' given in 'the column under Proportion • 
Assigned to the 'Bi 1 ingfcal Situation, generates an^actual differential ' 
cost of $66,087.00. • 

The actual differential cost for school office admini stration . in 
\hree "mixed" *condary schools "is $75 ,793. 00^ as shown in Table LXVI 

^ ■ 

•Table LXVI. Breakdown of Actual Differential Cost for School Off Tee 
Aftnmstration in Three "Mixed" Secondary School s Due to the Presence' '• 
of Two Langua-ge Groups. The' Pre scot t and Russell County^Board of 
Education, 1975-1976(a) . - > ^ 



. ,■ - Proportion Assigned Actual- 

^^^""5 Total Fringe to the Bilingual Differential 

Salaries Benefits Situation;/ Cost- 



Translation 
Services : 



3 teachers $78,000.00 $^2,886.00"^,*' .12%." $ 9,706.00 

Secretarial ' • ^ , 
Services : 

17 seCre- ' , 

taries 151 ,737.00 ,^ 5 ,614.00 42% ' . 66,087.00 

' '. 9 7 

Total . - • .. \ ■ 7^,793.00' 

T * "• ^ ' _ 

{a} The fringe benefits are 3.7% of salaries. » 
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T^ilrLXVII gives a breakdown of th^e actual differential cost 
- for instructional suppl jes -an^^^vices in the ^i)r secondary school's • 
of the Prescott and Russell County Board of Education due to the 
presence of two. language groups under' the jurisdiction of the Board 
during the aca'demic y^r 1975-1976, 

. - The figures given _in Table LXVII were derived throLfgh consAlta- 
,tion with. Board off ice rs -and study of pertfnent and relevar^t data: 
1 975 Schools Budgets . 4^ * • , 

. ^ The* amounts j'n the column under? Actual Differential Cost are the. 
pro'duct'6f $72 .80 ,i.e. , the cost per wei ghted^student 1975-1976 and the 
weighted student enrolment. . * ' \ 

The afpount of s72.80as the cost per wei ghted' student was 



arrived at through the study of a one- page B^rd document called: 1_975 j 
School budgets' , which is based on December 1974 enrelment figures,^ The 
document stated_"*the affiouftt. of $65.00 as the cost per weighted studeir^s.^^ 
^for the year 1975. The same document also shows a yearly .increase of 
about ^0% for school supplies and services. This percentage increase 
applied to the JS75 'amount of $65.00 fives $.78.00 as tb'e cost per weighted 
studenrt for 1978. Therefore $65-.00 for four-tenths of 1975 and- $7-8. Oa ■ 
for six-tenths of 1 976 average out' to $72.80 for the school year 1975- 
1976. 

* • 

It is bel'ieved that the actual ^fferential cost for instruc- • 
tion'al supplies and. services in the secondary • schools due to the 
presence of two language groups in 1975-1976 was $25,77i:00 as stated in ' 
Table LXVH. ' ' 
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The breiltown of the weightedVstudent enrolment used in 
Table j^i/II to figure th^ actual differential cost of -the instructional 
supplies and services, is found in Table IXVIII whixh contains informa- 
tion derived from the Board document 1975 School Budgets referred to 
previously. * . . 



♦ Table LXVIL Breakdown of Actual Differential Cost for Ins^njctional 
Supplies and Services in the Secondary Schools .bue to the Presence of 
Two Language Groups. The'Prescott and Russell County Board of 

^ducaflkon, 1975-1976. ■ 



Items*:. 



Cost Per 
Weighted 
Student 
1975-1976 



=7^= 
Weighted Student 
Enrolment • 

French English 



Actyal 

Di fferential 
Cost 



Casselman' 
Embrun 

Hawftesbury" ^ 

Plantagenet' . 
Rocklagid 
Vankleek Hill 



$72.80 
72.80 

■ 72.80 
,72.80 
.72.80 
72.80 



29 
52 



#4 

3^ 



64 
79 

&2 



$ 2,111.00' 

3,785.00 

4^69S.00 

5,751.00 

■2,475.00 
\ 

6,989.00 



Total 



149 



20'5 



25,771 .00 



V 



15B.' ■ 



,THE PRECOTT.AND RUSSELL COUIiTY BOARD OF EDUCATION 



133 



\ 



-Table LXVIII. Breakdown of Weighted Student Enrolment Used to Figure 
the Cost of Instructional Supplies and Services in the Secondary 
Schools Due to the PreseJice of Two Language Grogps. The Prescott and 
Russell County Board of Education, 1975-1976. 



Items 


X 


Smal'l ^ 
Group 
Enrolment 


Equal izing 
Factors 


Weighted 

Student 

Enrolment 


Total 

Schot)l 

Enrolment 


Casselman 


X 


578 French 


.05 


29 


578 

* 


Fmh n in 


Y 
A 




9 


be 


258 


Hawkesbury 


X 


160 English 


" .4 


,64 


1 ,219 


Plantagenet 


X 


198fcnglish 


■ .4 ■ 


79 ■ 


1 ,132 


Rockl and 


X. 


342 French 


■ • 1 


34 


342 


Vankleek 
Uill 


X 


208 English 
344 'French 


.1 • 


•62 . 

34 \ 


552 


Total 








35n ■ . 


4,081 
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., Table LXIX gives a breakdown of the actual differential cos^ for 

salaries and fringe benefits of sixteen extra teachers due to the 

^presence of two langua-ge groups in three seconcjary schools operated by 

the Prescott and Russell COunty Bpard of Edu,cation during (the school 

year 1975-1976. ^ ^ 

The figures ^ Table LXIX were derived through conversations 

with Board officers and .study of pe^inefit documents, partiQiil arly the 

♦ 

Board's Statem^lits^ of Expenditures , and the Secondary School September 
Report 1975 prepared for the Ministry of Education." 

The figure of $18,000.00 in the column under Average Salary was 
♦arrived at in the follov/ing way: ^ ' ' 

. $4,325 ,521.00 secondary school sal^iries for-1975 x .4 (i.e., • 
September to December) equals $1 ,730 ,208. 00 ; aYid $5 ,2&1 ,1 1 9 .00 secondary 
school salaries^r 1^75 x .,6 (i.e., January to Jiune) equals 
$3^156,672.00. ' Therefore, the sym of $4,886,880.00 divided by 269 , 
i.e, the total number cff secondary school teachers, gives an average 
of $18,167.d'0^which was- rounded off to $18,000.00 

The figures in the dolumn under "Extra Teachers were dari ved . thus : 
in. the three^ "mixed" schoo-ls operated by the Board in Hawkesbury,^ 
Plantagenet and Vankleek Hill, the researchers believe that th^re is-^n 
excess of sixteen teachers due' to the presence of French-speaking and 
English-speaking students in each of them.^ In those three schools; many 
identical ^courses are given in French to the Francophone students and in 
English to the' Anglophone students, thus creating a lot of duplication 
and a^substantial additional cost in teacher.s' salaries. 
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The researchers believe that the aumber of teachers "in excess of 
what wpuld prevail if the total school clientele spoke the same language 
is as follows: Hawkesbury, 5 teacl>ers; Plantagenet, 4 teachers; and 
Vankleek Hill, 7 teachers, as shown in T<^biVLXX . 

The figures in the column under Number of EjUr^ Teachers of 
Table LXX were arrived at by dividing the aumber of classes usually 
taught by a'secondary school ^fceacTier, i.e., six, into the number of 
extra Classens given at each school. ^ ' 

, The breakdown^f the number of extra classes given at each of 
the thr.ee "mixed" schools are given in Tables LXXI, LXXII and LXXIII . 

The procedure used to arrive at the figures jn the'column under. 
Number of Extra Classes Taught was as follows: in the Secondary'School 
September Report 1975 , the researchers identified all identical subjects 
taught both in French-to Francophone students and in English to Anglo- 
phone students. Then the total number of students taking the course was 
divided by the 'largest class in that course ^to find, out the hypothetical 
number of classes that would be sufficient if all the students spoJce the 
same language. ' 

To illustrate, Table QXII ^hows as the first subject Chemistry. 
In the English sector, thei;:e are two slasses for fifty student^., so the 
group size is twenty^five. In the French sector, there are two classes 
for thirty-one students, so the group size is sixteen. The total number 
of students, i.e., eighty-one, divided by twenty-five (the largest group 
size) gives approximately three classes instead of four; therefore, 
there'is one class fn excess of what would prev^ail in a unilijngual 
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situation. The same prc^edure was applied to all subj'ects in 
Tables LXXI. LXXII and LXXIII. ' 



|Table LXLX. Bre.akdowrf of Actual Differential Cost for Sixteen Extra 
Secondary School Teachers Due to the Presence of Two Language* Groups 
The Prescott and Russell Cognty Board of Education, 1975-1976(a) . 



Items 

Secondary 
Schools 


Extra _^ 
Teachers 


, Average 
Salary 


Total 
-Salaries 


"Fringe Actual 
' Benefits Differential - 
* feCo5f 


Hawkesbury 


5 


$ 18,000.00 


$ 90,000.00 


J 3,330.00 $ 93,330.00' 


Plantagenet 


4 • 


18,000.00 


72,000.00 


2,664.00 ^,664.00 


Vankleek Hill 


7 


18,000.00 


126,000.00 


• 4,662.00^30,662.00 


Totat 


16 ' 


18,000.00- 


288,00a.00 


10,656.01^ 298,656. 0£) 


(a) The fringe benefits 


J — — 

are 3.7°Z of 


salaries. 








f. 







Table LXX. Breakdown pf the Number of Extra Teachers in -Three Secondary 
Schools Due to the Presence ot Two Language Gro>s. The Prescott and ■ 
Russell County Board of Education, 1975-1976./ 



Items 



Wawkesbury 
Plantagenet 
Vankleek Hill' 



Total 



Number of 
Extra 
' Classes 



29 
21 
37 



\ 

Nuiber 

Taught bV 
Teadhers 



r\ifCla! 
t bVrifl!? 



sses 



6 

6' 
6 



Number of 
Extra 
Teachers 



,5 
4 
7 

16 
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Table J_XXI. Breakdown of the Number of Extra Classes at Hawkesbury 
Secondary School Due* to the Presence^of Two Language Groups. The 
Prescott and Russell County Board of Education, 1^75-1976. j 

^ ^ 



Items 


English Sector 


French 


Se ctor 


Number 'of 
E)ftra 


Subjects 


Cl asses- 


Students 


Cl asses 


-Students 


Classes 


Art 3 


■ ^ 




4 


5? 


2 


Biology 5 




1 1 

1 1 


2 ' 


. 49 




Bus. Math. T & 2 * - 




L- 1 


4 


94 




Com.' & Bus,. Proc. 3 & 4 






5 - 


: U) 5 




Dram. Art (A.D.) 1 & 2 






2 


21" 




Env. Science 1 & 2 


2 


40 




224 " ' 


' -/ 1 


Env. Science^ 3 & 4 


2 




• 

3 


75 




Geography 5 


1 


1 \J 


1 


16 




Geography 1 & 2. 


- 4 


91 


11 


308 




History 3 & 4 


2 


^39 v 


3 


63 • 




Home Ec. 1 & 2 . 


,2 


32 


7 


145 




Math. 1 & 2 


4 ] 


• 99 


17 


454 




Math . Sr. A. 1 , 3 & 4 




' 21' 


. 5 


113 




Math .Sr. A. 1 1 , 3 & 4 ' 




25 


3 


5B 




Math. Sr. F. 1 , 3 & 4 




27 


' ^ 4 


90 




Math. Sr. F. II , 3 & 4 




1 3 ' 


^ 4 


81 


1* 


Math. Sr. Alg. 5 




10 


1 ' 


22 ■ 




Math. Sr. R. & F.5 


1 . 


• 13 


.J 


20 


■\ 


phvc rn '\ % ^ 

b . u u . J a 4 


2 


• 57 


* in 




1 1 ^ 


Phys. Ed. 1 & 2 


4 


92 


'l3 


. 334 




Shorthand 3 & 4 


2 


26 


2 . 


42 




Typewriting, P. 1 & 2 


2 


40' ■ 


6. 


l'62 - 




Physics 3 & 4 


1 


•17 


. 2 


41. 




English, Anglais 3 & 4' 


'4 


86 


■ 16 


384 




French, Frafl^is 1 & 2 


4 


1-00 


17 


. 456 




French, Frangais 3 & 4 


3 


60 


13'- 


344 




F/'ench, Frangais 5' 


1 - 


12 


3" ■ 


58 




(Total 










29 . 
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Table LXXIL Breakdown of the Number of Extra Classes at Plantagenet 
Secondary School Due to the Presence of Two Language' Groups . The^ 
Pfescott and.Russell County-Board of Education, 1975-1976. 



^Items 



Subjects 



English ^ctor French ^Se^c tor * Eyt^r 



Chemistry 5 ^ - 
Dramatic Arts 3 & 4 
Geography' 3 & 4 
History Int, 1 & 2 
Hi*s to ry 5 ^. 
Math. I.12G (4) 1 & 2 
Math. I,12D (4) 1 & 2* 
Math. Sr. F. II, 3 & 4 
Math. Sr. Alg. .5 
Shorthand 3 & 4 
Typewriting 1 & 1 
English, Anglais 1 & 2 
English, Anglais 3 & 4 
French", Fnengais 1. & 2 
French , Frangais 3 & 4 



2 


. 50 ■ 


2 


3f 


1 




6- 


137 


2 


20' 


2 


48 


3 


60 


16 ■ 


412 


1 • 


12 


^ -3.' 


63 


3 


54 ■ 


11 


313 


r 


22 


10 


266 


1 


' '26 


4 


85 


1 


13 


1' 


19 










2 


39 


3 


45 


1 


14 


4 


150 


9 


191 


20 


527 


7 


149 


12 


301 ^ 


6 


31 


26 


615 


5 


61 


■ 15 


t^oi" 



E/tra 

asses 

1 
1 
1 

1 
,1 
1 

i 
1 
1 
1 
1 

3 

1 
2 

3» 



\ 



.er|c 



Total 



.164 
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Table^ LXXIIK^ Break'down of the Number-of Extca Classes af Varikleek 
Hijl -Secondly- ?fehooI Due to the Presence^of Two La*|uage Groups 
-The Prescott and Russell Coi^ty Board af 'Education , 1975-1976 . 



Items 
Subjects 



English Sector Frenrh Sector 
1^ Classer-Students CI asses-Stu.dents 



Accounting 3 




-2 


39 


• 3. 


75 , 


ChemtsSHk^ 




1. 


22 


m. 


. 9" 


Com, & Bus. Prox. .3 


4 


2 


32 




48 


Geography 1 & 2 




2 


27 ■ 




' -81 . 


Man in Society 3 & 4 




1 ■ 

f 


15 


1 . 


.' TO 


Ml story/,rn s t . 3 & 4 




1 


18 • 


2 


■ 25 


11^ J- ^ T ft"* ^ 

' History 1 & 2 , 




3 


65 


4 


'93 


Home Ec. ] & 2 / 




2 ^ 


: 43 




39 


Math. I . I^2C, 1 -& 2 




2 


34 


' 2 


36 


f4ath. 1. 12D (.4) 1 & 2 








• ff 

> ' -2- 


^2 " 


Math. 1. 12D (4) 1 & 2 




2 ■ 


50 


, 2- 


38 


Math.' S. Cal.. 5^ 




1 ■ ' 


27-" 


1 ' 


9 


^Phys. Ed. S.^*29A 3^4 




6 


96 


■ 3 • 




Phys> Ed.. Int.. l..&^2 






.77 




10?- 


Physics 3 & 4 . 




• 1 


13 


16 


Science Int. V & 2 f . 




4 


79^ 


4 


109 


^orthand 3 & 4 






i-e . 


2 


11 


-Trench, Frangais l'& 2 




4 


-.72 


9 


185 


French, Francis 3 & ^ 




4 ' 


66 


7 ■ , 


132 


French, Frangais 5 




1 


14-' 


. I 


19 


English, Anglais! & 2 




5 


■700 


^1 1 


136 


English^ Anglais 3 A 4 




5 


95 




129 


Engl isK, Anglai^ 5 ^ 




2 


59 


I 


16 



Number; of 
ra' ' 
se$ ' 



Numb 



4-' 



'Total 



' 1- 
2 

4 

• 4 
.4 



37 
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I Table LXXIV presents a summary of the actwal differential costs 
^ for' "InstrujCti'on in six French-language and/or "mixed" secondajgjf schools 
^^"JliWer the jurisdiction^of the Prescott and ^ssell County Board of Edu- 



c-ation for the academic year 1975-1976'^ 
r'^^^ *^ The amounts in*the columr#under T^ctyal Differential Cost are 

taken from the following tables: Table LXVI , SchooJ Office Administration, 
^ $75 ,793.00; 'Table LXVII , Instructional Supplies and Se,ryices, $25 ,771.00; . 

Table LXIX » Teachers' Salaries and Fringe Benefits, $298;656.00. 

The researchers believe Niat the actual differential cost for 

this Board in 1975-1976 was in the amount of $40fr,22Q.OO as showa^n 

Table LXXIV. ' ' * ^ . ) 



Table LXXIV. Summary of Actual Differential .Costs for -Instruction)" ' 
in. Six French-Languarge and/or "Mixed" Secondary Schools. The prescott 
"and J^ussell Count/ Boarj^of Education, n975-1976(a') . ^ ' ^ 



Items ^ , . ' ' Total Actlial 

\ L_ ' . ' ^ ' , Differential 

"Instruction" Ilifist 



m. 



School Office Administration * a." * $ 75,793.00 * 

. - ■ . . a ' /-^^ ^ 

Instructional Supp^lies & Services " " ^^5,771.t3Q 



Teachers' Salaries 
Benefit? 


and Fringe . ^ * , 


298,656.00 


Total 

^ 


* \ 


400,220.00 

f — 


(a) Table L)$X1V is' 


: ' r 7 

a sunmary ^ Tables LXVI, LX^'II and LXIX. 
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Table ^LXXV gives a breakdown of the total gros|| floor area- of 
the school buildings used to figure the ratio of the actual- (Ji fferential 
cost for the budgetary functions. of plarvt operation and maintenance, 
other operating expenditures and debt charges- for the^ Pre.scott and-Rus-' 
sell County ^oard of Education for the period extendina from July 1, 1975 



to June 3D,J976. * i 

The total in the column under -fiross Floor Area in Square Feet, 
i.e.o 47/1,635. is the square footage of^the six secondary schools and the 
school for retarded shown in the- column under School Buildings. The 
gross floof^ area of the school for- retari^ed had to be included in order 
to figure as exactly ^is possible the pey|pentcr^gi ven in the column under 
*atjo in Table LX)^VI . In fact, the total expenditure amounts used in 
j^abl'es LXXVII /LXXVUI and^L-XXIX ^, when applying the ratio of actual dif- 
ferential cost , -are -deriveti from the Board 's' Statement of facpefidi tures 
for Secondary Schoo ls and<,Sc^ools for Retarded. 

, Table LXXVI, makes references to sixteen extra classrooms . The 
researchers believe that becai^ the Board has sixteen extra teachers 
due. to^ the presence of t\yo 1 an^uafl ^^roups ,^ as shown in Tables LXX to > 
L)^I II ,>Wie Board also has 'sixteen more classrooms than would be 
requi red. in a._uni 1 i nguaV si tuation. ' " ^ 

Takjjig.for grarlted that a classroom is in use approximately 
twenty hours per w§ek, i't is felt that^one classroom less^is needed 
whenever a full-time teacher ( i .e. , teachtng a 20-hour week) is droprped; 
.therefore sixteen additional full-time secondary school teachers explain • 

tJne existence of sixteen additional or extra classrooms generating a sub- 

* ' • ' * ' <- * 

stantidl actual' di fferential cost^td tbe Boaird. 
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. s/' *\ Thg -21,600 square, feet of gross f>oor area in the column u\de.h , 
SixteeijjIfEKtra Classrooms in Tab.le L^VI was arrived -at ^n the following 
.way, ^fter sjiudy of 'relent information. In any, bui.l ding projert, the 
•Kinistry figures ^he gross floor area *requi red for ten clas^srboms as 
•follows-: tfhe basic-- figure 'of 750 sq*uare feet is multiplied -by a factor " 
:of 1.8 to allow for^uxiliary space. Therefo^ square\.feet by 

.1.8 by^ equal.s 21,6p0 sqaare feet.- ' ' ■ " 

. The figure .of 4.55% in the column un.de r'' Ratio 'in Ta^e LXXVI 
w.as derived by dividing 21,600 square 'feet, i.e., "th'e gross fjoor area 

4 , ^ • • 

of Sixteen extra classrooms intoi^74,635 square feet, i.e., the total 
-gross 'floor, area of tj^ie school buildih<]s- ' • \. ' , 



■J. 




7 
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• .-table' LXXV. Breakdbwn of the Jotal Gross Flopr Area of School Build- 

ings US'ed to Frgure the "Ratio of'tTie Actual Differential Cost for 
Plant Operatior^^d Ma~i'ntenaj;^ce Other Operating, Expenditures and 

• Debt Charges.- The Prestott and Russel 1 , County. Boarcj of Education, 
•1975-1976., , r ■ 



, UeHls * * ' ' 
SchgTol Buildings . 


Gross Fl oor 'Area 
. in Square f^et 




PI antagenet S,S. ^ ^ 


l\55,276 




Vankleek Hill 'S.S. \ ' ' * 


61-,879 ' • 




Hawkesbury S.S.\ ^ ' 
Casselman S.S/ ^ • 


/ ' . 110,400 
■76,300 




Rock! anc^ S.S, 


. 30, poo * 




Embruh S.S. • ' 


* . , 28,200 




'Schoo'V for Retarded 


■r2,580 




Total . . 


474,635 





Table LXXVI. /^atio of the Gross Floor Area of Sixteen E/tra ClassVo^ms 
Used to^ Figure the Actual Di f ferentTal .Cost f/Dr Plant Operati on -ancf^ 
^lai ntena'ace, Other Operating Exfiendi ti>res ' artd Debt fcharges.. The^^ 
Prescott*and Russell County Boar^f Education, 1975;-1976(a), ^ ^ 



Itefps 




(^rdss. Floor Area 

Sgtjare. Feet ' ■ 



School ^ buildings ^ ' ,( 



.Sixteen Extrd 
Classr^ooms 

~ ' c 



X 



.Ratio ^ 



474s635 



?J ,600 



4:55% 



(a) See-'Table \livi fpr list of school buildings. 
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Table tXXVII gives a breakdown of the actual differential cbst , 

/ » 

'for*plant operation and maintenaoce af sixteen^Pkra classroons due to' • 
ttie presence of two language groups under the jurisdiction of the Pres- 
cott and Russell County Board ^f Education during. the period from 
July 1 , 1975 to June 30, 1976. * « ^ ' 

The^amount of $53^339.00 in the colunn under Actual. Differential 
Cf^'st Ts-derived by multiplying $^ ,172 ,2a3.0oCthe Board's total expendi- 
ture for plant operation and maintenan<:^ by 4.55? jn the col urm 'under 
Rajtio of Actual Differential Cost./ \ * ' ^ 

Table LXXVII I gives the ^breakdown 'of the act'ual differential 
cost for the other operating expenditure^ of sixteen extra classrMras 
due to the presence of two Tirij^istic group's in schooi^ opejfated by 
Prescott and Russ*ll County Board of EducaVion^in 1975-1976. 

^ ^ ' 4 

. The^f-lgures in Table LXXVIII as well as^in Tables IXXVII- and 
LXXIX . were arrived at after conversations with Board offirers^nd study 
of relevant documents. V*^' ^ ^ 

. ^ The^aK^junt of $1,843^00 in the column under Actual Differential 
Cost is 4! 55'; of the Board's other oper^ating expenditures' for 1975-1976 
i-n the amount of "ap^roximati^ly $40,500.00. ' ' ^ / 

Table LXXIX \is a br^gkdown^of the actya} di fferentia-1" cost con- 
cerning the detjt charges ^'for sixteen extra classroo^r)^ due to the presence 
of two language groups in schools under the authority^of. the Prescott and 
fiwssell- County Board'^of Education from July 1, 19/^ to June 30, 1976.- . 

The Board's total Tje6t charges'fbr >975-]976 in^ the/^mouht.«f 
approximately ^$977,000.00 muliiplied by the ratio of 4.55% ^ner-cites an 
actual differ^tial cTost of 344,453.00 ai ^hown in. Table^lVklX . 
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Taible- LXXVII. Breakdown of the Actual Differential Cost for Plant 
Operation and Maintenance of Sixteen Extra Classrooms Due to the ^ 
Presence of Two Language Groups. The Prescotf 4nd Russell County 
Board of Education,t»1975-1976(a). 
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Ratit of Actual 
Items '* Differential Cost 


Actual ^ 

Di fferenti al 

Cost 


Sixteen Extra Classrooms ^^55% 


$ 53^39.00 


(a) Total expenditure for plaKt operation and wa^irrfenance 
6T, 1 72, 283. 00 ^ 


\ 


Table LXXV-III. Breakdown of the A^ual Differential Cos,t for the 
Other Operating Expenditures of Si^xteen Extra Classrooms Due to the 
Presence of ."^wo Languaae Groups. "'The Rrescott Ind 'Pussel f County 
Boyd of Education 1975-1976ra) . 


I ■ ~ 

Ratio of Actual 
I tens ' Differential Gmst 


Actual 

Di fferenti al 
Cost 


sTxtfeen Extra Classroons 4.55/c 

■ W '■ ! 


• $ 1 ,843.00 



(a) Total amount of other operat^irig expenditures: '$40,500. 



TabljPLXXIX. Breakdown of the Actual Differential Cost R^ the Debt 
Charges for Sixteen Extra Classrooms Due to , the Presence of Two Lan- 
gurfge Groups. The Prescott and. Russell- County Board of ' Educati on , 
|1975-1976{a). ^ ^ ' . • ; r 
, . ^ — i_ * J 

i ^ * Ratio of ^Qtual Aci^jal 

* Items ;^ , > ' , * ^ Differential Cost' Differ^tial* 

. ' * w Cost 

■ ^ 1 . ' 



."Sixteen Extra Classrooms 4.55%* $ 44 ,453,00 

' (-^rWotal^ amount of ^bt charges: $977,000.00 '(approximately). 
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In addition to the^ctuaW differential cost associated with the 
items of Table^ LXIV , there |s also an estimated differential cost which 
must be taken into account an^ which is presented in Table LXXX . 

The figures in Table LXXX were derived through cbnversati cffs 
with Board officers and .a professional colleague, as well as the 
study of pertinent and. relevant documents. ; 

The researchers' bel ieve that the total estimated differential cost 
of Frencli-language education for the Prescott and Russell County Board of 
Education for the academic year amounts to $308,683,00 as shown in 
Table LXXX . • . ' 

The estimated differential cost9 for business administration, as 
well as for the divisions within the " Ifcvst ruction " budgetary function, are 
broken down in the following Tables. LXXX-a', ,LXXX-b and LXXX-c. 



The researchers' opinion is that the presence of two language 



f 



groups finder the jurisdiction of the Prescott and Russell County -Board of 
Education justifies an estimated differential cost of^l 3, 750.00 for 
translation^^rVices as 'shown in Table LXXX-a. 

It is felt that th& services required are a full-time transJUrtor, 
a fuTi-t^ime secretary, plus ba/sic supplies and equipment. 

Th^ reader will note in the column under Allocation Already Pro- 
vided,^ that the Board presentl5< allocates $12, 750'.00 for a translator 
working on a f hree^^juaiter time basi&, plus an amount of $5^000.00 for' 
part-time' secretarial%elp^ * \' ^ *^ 

Therefore, the figures ix^ the column 'under fsti^mat^d differential 
Cost totaling $1 3,750.00 were derived by subtractinq the figures in-tHe 
column under Allocation Already Provided from theesftT^ • 
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costs for salaries, fringe benefits and other, i.e., supplies and equip- 
ment. * , . 

Ttie note at the foot of Table LXXX- a reminds the reader that 
figures in the column under Allocation Already Provided have been taken 
from Table LXV . ^ , . 

In the field of instructional services and prograigmes, there arik ' 
no co-ordinators ar^d/or consultants hired by the Board; even though the 
secondary school ^rolment^j's 4,140 students: 3,522 French and 618 
Engl i sh . ' 



The res^earch^s^ bel ieve tha^there is a need for a 'minimum of 
five co-ordinators and/or consultants for important instructional fields 
or departments. This means an average of one co-ordinator iFor approxi- 
mately 800 students. This conclusion was reached through consultation 
withi^a professional colleague and other educational supervisory * ^ 

officers. This average, seems to be a sound operational figure; it^is-not ■ 
necessarily ideal but it is t:5nsidered desirable and practical . 

In the present case, one of the five co-ordinators needed is 
justified by- the English enrolinent of 618. The hiring of five bilingual* 

r 

c6-^rdinators would permit them to devote one-fifth of their time* to the 
Enrglish students as well as the French. 

It is beljeved that the following possibility might be explored,, 
i.e.,"' a joint venture between the two l(3>Q^al Boards. The Prescott and 
Russell County Separa-te. School Boa ret already hires instructional services 
and progranvne personnel; therefore, the 'hypothetical sharing of services 
and costs batweei two Boards (tiight allow for a better co-ordination 

^ % ^ y 

of instructional services and programmes from kindergarten to grade thirteen. 
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■ ^ Another hypothetical solution might be for the Regional ' Off i ce 
of the Ministry of Education to provide supervisory and/or consultant ^ 
services on a fee basis; this might prove f»asib]-e and possible first, . 
if sufficient bilingual personnel were available- a\ the Regional Office • 
.and second, if the Board could be reimbursed by'a specific grant, 

>or the'Prescott and Russell County Board Qf^Education , it is 
felt that the estimated differential cost for instructional services and 
prog^ra Dimes to provide Frencin-1 anguage education amounts to approximately 
$T37;5Cro.0O as shown in Table LXXX-b, 



Tabk LXXX-c gives a breakdown of the estimated differential cost 
of learning material s •for f rench-language education in the secondary 
schools under the j uri;sdi ction of the Prescott and Russell County Board 
of Education for the academic year. 

The reader will note that the explanations for the fiqii^:«<in the 
CQlumn under Estimated Differential Cost Per Student Per Year are gijen 
in Chapter II of this Report:^ Availability and Costs of Textbooks, 
•4.ibrary Books and'Otl]er Learning Materials, ■ 

•The amounts im the column under Estimate^! Differential Cost were, 
derived by multiplying the amounts given as the estijnated differential 
cost per student per year by the number of Ffancophofte secondary school 
•students educated by the present Eoa rd. . " 

Th? estimated differencial cost of learning materials for the 

II * ' 

■'Instruction'* of Prench-language students in the Board's secondary schools 
amounts to $1 57,'^453.00 as showrt in Table LXXX-c , 

The toJCal differential cost, i.e., actua\ and^timated , -for ^French 
language instipuctioa comes to $782,674.00 ($4.73,991 .00 + $308,683.00)*. 



*See^ Tables LXIV and lXXX .^ ^ ' ^ ' 
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Table LXXX. Summary of the Estimated Differential Costs of French- 
Language Education. The Prescott and Russell County Board of fit 
Education, 1^75-1976. 



Items 



E'stimated Differential Costs Tot^l a 

Estimated 

Extraordinary Ordinary Differential 

Expenditures Expenditures Cost 



I Business Administration 


$ 13,756.00 


$ 13,750.00 


1 1 . Instruction: , 


V 




A) Instructional 

Admi nist ration 


>^ > 




B) Services and Pro- 
grammes^ 


137,500.00 


137,500.00 


C) Schools 


157,433.00 


157,433.00 


III Plant Operation and - 
Maintenance 






IV Other Operating 
Expendi tures 




^ ■ V - 


V Debt Charges 

# 






VI Student Transportation 






Sulp-total ; 


308,683.00 

— . — — f — ^ 


f 


Total • 




' 308,683.00 
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Table LXXX-a. Breakdown of the Estimated 'Differential Cost of Business- 
Administration Re French-Language Education; The Prescott and Russell 
County Board of Education, 1975-1976(a) , • 



Items ^ . Estimated Differential Costs ^j^ocation Estimated 

• \ Already . Differential 

Business- ^ ' w Fringe Provided Cost ' 

Admir^stration Salaries Benefits Other 



Traprslktjon 
Servi ces: 



Translator $ 18,0'00;00 62(^.00 $ 12,750.00 $ 6,870.00 ♦ 

Secretarial - . ^ , ^ 

St'aff ' 8,500',00 765.00 - ' 5,000.00 4,265.00 

Supplies and ' ♦ 

Equipment; ' - $2,615.00 - ^2,615.00' 



Mai ■ 26,500.00 2 ,385 .00 2 ,615.00 1 7, 75o'. 00 13,750 00 

(a) The figures in the cplunn under Allocation Already Provided, have 
been taken from Table iXV . ' , 

Table LXXX-b. Estimated Di fferea'tial Cost of Instructional Services and ' 
ProgrSprie'^ for French-Language Ediication. The Prescott and Russell 
'^ounty Board of Education , ^975-1?76. - m ^ 

Average / EitiMted 

^^^^^ ' , >^ ' Salary ^ Differential ' 

. Cost 



Ins.tructional Ser\7Ttfe^ anji Programmes: ^ 

^ 5 Co-ordinators andyor Consultants $ 27,500.00 , ' $ 137,500.00 
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'Table LXXX-c. Breal^down -of estimated Differential Cost of Learning 
Materials for French-Langua.ge Education in the Secondary Schools, The 
Prescott and Russell County Board of Education,. 1975-19f6( a) . 



Items 

Learn'ii^g Materials for 
Secorrda ry School s 


Estimated 
Di fferential Cost 
Per Student " 
Per Year 


Number ,of 

Francophone 

Students 


Estimated 
Di fferiential ' 
Cost 


Textbooks 




3,522 


■$ 38,284.00 


Librtipy: 








a)" Books 


- 75'. 40 


3,522 


89,459.00, 


b) Other Operating 
Expenditures 


0.43 - 


3,522 


.1 ,514.00 


'c) Other Learning 
Material s 

— ^ ■ 


8.00*^ 

• -V 


?,522 


^ 28,176.00 


Total 


: "r: » 

• 44.70 
^ ■ \ ■ 


. 3,522 


15^,433.00 



(a) The figure^ in the column under Estimated D^i fferential/ Cost Per Stu- 
.dent Per Year bave been taken from Chapter II of the Report: Avail- 
ability and Costs- of Textbooks, Library Books and Other Learning 
Materials. . ^ ^ 



SECTION VII ■ ■ 1 

^ THE KAPUSKASi^G BOARD or E^CATl\ 

The Kapuskasing Board of Education-is located in rrorthem 
Ontario, about 160 miles south of Jame's ^y. Thof^area served by the * 
Board has a population of 19 ,819 distributed 5s follows: Kapuskasing, 
12,543; Moonbeam, 1 ,453;- Fauquier-Stri ckl and , 932;' Smooth Rock Falls, 
2,448; V'aff -Ri ta-Harty , 1 ,326; unorganized, T,H7. The are~a is approxi- 
mately 68% French-speaking. ^ • . ' 

The Board hasv three' secondary schools ander its jurisdiction: 
f 1. Cite des Jeunes, Kapuskasing, with an enrqjment of 902 
J French-speaking studefits; all of .them are enrolled in the ^ 

^ courses in which the language of instruction is 'Fren'ch. 

2. Kapuskasing DisJ:riet High School in Kapuskasing, with an- 
enrolment of 1,21^ students, of whom 459 are French- 
speaking, i.e., 38%; 449 of these opted for. one .credit 

and 10 opted for two cfedits i.n courses gi.ven ifi the French 
' • language. 

3. ^ Smooth Rock Falls Secondary School, has a total enrolment 

of 215 students, of whom 143 are French-speaking, i.e., 
over 66%, and are enrolled in some of the courses in which 
the' language of instruction is French. 
•The r^esearchers met with' the following B?fard officers who were 
very co-operative: Mr. Brian Giroux, Director of Education; Mr. A. - 
MacNaughton, Business Administrator; and Mr. G.A. Lewi's^ Assistant Busi 
.ness Administrator/ \ * 
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4 



The 



Board budget for secondary schools and school ..for' retarded 



from- July 1 , 1975 > June 3D, 1976 was approxitnately $5^160,000.00, 



Tab 



6 LX'XXI gives a_ summary^ of the actual differential costs fol" 



French-lajjgUiage evducation- in thie secondary schdols-bf ^e .Kapgskirsjkig ' 
Bo'ard of Edycalioa. " , - ..•*'. 



I 



4* 
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_ . . ' ' , \, 

Table LXXXI. Summary of the Actual Di fferential /dSstS^of French- 
; Language Education. The Kapuskasi,ng Board of E^Sicafion , 1975-1976. ^ 

Actual Differential Costs Total • 

. Itfems _ Extraordinary Ordinary ^ Diff^ntial 

■' Ejoiftndltures Expenditures Cost 

^ - — r-T^»V ^ _ 

I ^siness Administration • „ « $ iq,>337.00 . $ 10,837.00 
. Instru^:tion : • ^ ' ^ 



'A 



A) Instructional , ' . 



. Administration 



6) Services arret Pro- 




grammes 






1 ^_ 


.C)- Schools - 




25,730.00 


25,730.00 


1 11^ Plant Operation^ and 
Ma^^ie^iance 




. ,44,597.00 


• _44^'97.0O 


Other Opera/ting 
' Expendi t^ires ^ 

V Debt Charges 


$ 27,715.00 




\ ' " ' 
\ 

2^,715.00 


VI Student Transportatitin 


8,6oQt.(JO _ 




8,000.00 


Sub-totci.ls / ' 


35,715.00 


^\81 ,164.00^ 


< 


Total 






'116,879.00 



I 
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■ Table LXXXII gi ves a breakdown of 'the^^ir^ual differential cost 

fo^usiness adminijs'tratien of the Kapuskasing Board of Education due to 

the pVes^e of twQ language groups during the period extending from 

July 1 , 1975 to June 30', 1976. 
\ 0 ■ 

The figures, .in the coViimn under Actual Differential ^0. In 
Ta^e LXXXI.I were provided in extenso by the officers of the Kapuskasing 
Board of Education in a letter sent to*he researl'hers'on October 4, 1976 

;The reader win note that, this Boa'rd has an English-Language 
'Advisory Committee besides having'a French-Language Advi spry .Committee 
Which is mandatory for all Boards of Education in^ Ontario which provide 
instruction in the French language. * * . . ^ 

_ The actual idjfferei^tial cost for" business' administration- <>f -the 
Kapuskasing BoMrd of Education in 1975-1976 amtfunted to $10,837 00 as 
shown in Table LXXXII. ' ^ ■ h 



■ y 



* 
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Tab,l§ LXpiI, Breakdown of the Actual Differential Cost for Business 
Admnisjf^tiop/Oue to the' Presence of Two Language Groups; .The , 
''a(j|iskasicrg-^ard of Education, 1^75-1976. 



t 




Actual 


Itejns ^ ' • 




Differential 






Cost 










French-Language Advisory Cofmittee; 

Honoraria ^ 9 

'•Travel and Conferences 
Engli sh- Language ,Advi sory ^Commi ttee : 

Honoraria . ^ * ' ' 

Travel and Conferences • ^ ' 
Fees tcf'l^ench- Language ^spciation 
Advertising {Extra); 

General 

* Staff Recruitme/it ^ . ' ' * 



\ 



^2 ,700.00 », 
652.00 • 



2,70O.0b 

1 ,812.0^ 

1 ,654.00 .. 
t 

126'.p0- 
1 ,193.00 . 
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^XXXII^ is. a breakdown of the actual jji fferential cost for 
''InstructiQ*'" in JhePifeeconcfa ry schools ^piri\^(;i by the Kfpuskasing Board 
0f Education V from July 1 , 1975 to, June 3tlf 1975': . ^ * - ' ' * 

^ \ In the col umn- under /Tctual Differential Cost, the figure of 

$ff,O58.00 represents the additional supply allowances for French texts 
and'l'tbrary books^ provi ded by the Board-^n the'basis Qf approximately - 
$7.60 per student in '^^e F^ancQphoJk^sec^or ( 1976 Budget ); it is dssumed*\ 
that this amount was provided for the whole school v^ar of 1975^976. 

The amount of $1 7,672.00 represents the'a|tual differentia^ cost ' 
One teacher's .salary and fringe benefits at the Smooth Rock Falls 
Secondary School ^in 1975-1975. This figtirevfas not stated by the ^oa^ ' 
officers as afi actual differential cost in their letter* of 'October 4, 1976, 
mentioned previously.' ' * ' 

. : • ' * ' > 

' . Nevertheless^ researchers i)elieve that the number of iden-tical 
co;Jrses '.taught in bft^tfencH and-E^glish at Smooth Rock Falls Second^ ^ 
^ School .warrants the^|(KcTus-i 6n that there is / at .Wiat school , an extra 
teacher creating an actual differential cost.jto the Board in the ♦fiiount 
of -^approximately $1 7,672.00 < - 

^ « Table IXXXiy Iqives a bVeakdown of identrical, courses given in » * 
English to English classes and in French , to" French dTasses; The 
researchers believfe that -if all the students spoke the sarne language, the 



/ 



B Stt 



duplication of French and English co/rses would be avoided and the number 
af^ teachers co^ be reduced by one.^ ^- \ 

' . The procedure applied in Table LXXXlV is similar to* the procedure 
that was applied %n Table LXXI . To ' i 11 ustrate , let -us take the'subject 



i 



? 
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•Mathematics 1 & '2 Mn'TabTeJJXXTV: this course's taken by t^^ty-nine- 

■ . . * ' ' ¥' , 

Engl ish-spea'kjng"students in two groups', for an average of about sixteen; 

the- sam^ course is taken by eighty Francophor^e Students in three gnDups, 
'fof an coverage -of abo4Jt twenty-severi. ^By dividin^g^he total number of ^ 
studeots, i.'e., 109'by 27, the hi ghest .average , the rfe^der wi 1 ] note that 
only , three classes would te n^edel instead^of four, in a Qi^- language 
SltU^iOR. - ^ ' ' *. 

' ^ - \ I 

In the column under Extra Classes, the total indicates thatvt/iere ^ 

, are eight adcfi tionaT'or extra classics taught oTi account^ of tt^e present 
of tvALj^nguage groups in. this school. Taking for granted that six 
cl^as^s are ;equ1 valent to a full-tifpe tach^r^it is believed that at - 
^'lea^t d'ne teacher's salary and fr^)^ benefits- generate an actual dif- 
feier>tial cost to the Bo*Pd. 

he researchers noted in the September Secondary School Report 




1975 ,^ "^"^^^ ^Q^^ of' the lAS'/rancophone students at Smooth RocK- 

Falls Secondar^^ Schocrl take the 'mi nimum -of five courses in t^eir own 
sector. Moreover, in the section df the^Report called Course Enrolment. 



Jby Guideline , It is d^o^evident that^^^l^des the Courses in^'E^jflli sh" 
-and "^rrglai.s",' tl>e^ aVe nine courses t;.hat arfe taugbt; only- in 'Ei^ isti >n ' 
^^^dhool wh^re tbe FrdncopJiones- cor>stitate a majority of 66.^%. \ 



V 
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1ab]e iXXXirr. Breakdown of Actual Di ffereriti a-l Cost 'for "Instruction!,' 
in'the Secondary Schools -DCjs to the ' Presence- 'of Two Language Group's.. 
The Kapuskasing Board of 'Educa^Qj, 1975-1976: , * y 



—% > 

I tems. - • o * ^ 


• Actual 

DifferenttaT 
Cost . 


— ~ • — — ^ — : — ^ " 

Additional SfUpply Allowance Tor French Texts ■ 
'•fend' Library Books 


' •$ 8,0,58. 00\ 


Smooth Rock Falls Secondary SchoO'1 • ' \$ 
Teacher's .Salary 'and Fringe Benefits 


17,672.00 • 


Total ^ J^. ' ' 


■ #• 

- ,25;?30.00 


■ ; = ■ • ^ 

Tabl^ LXXXIV. Brea'kdov/n 'of the 'Number of Extra O-a-ss^s at Smooth Rock 
Falls- Secondary Scboo\ Que to the Presence of Two Language Groups, 
The Kapuskasing Board of Education , '!l975-l976{ a) . ' ^ ' - 

'■ 7^ — t-^* — : ^ " ♦ 


/ ■ . * 

Items * . Ehgjish Sector"" French Sector [^umber of 

^ ^ , . ' Extra 


Subject^ \ W Classes-Students* Classes-Studen>s Classes ^ 



French, Fran^ais 5 / ^ '1 

French, Frangais 3 . 2 

History, Kist9ire I . 2 

History^ 'Histoi re 3 ^2 

H'i story, Histoire 5 ^ 1 

^ M^th. . Math. '1 2 * . ' - 2 

iMath. ,;Math.. ir& 4 ^ * ' 

, S'cience, Sciences 1 & 2 * 2 



\ 



4 

2* 

31 
15 
^3- 
29 • 
25 
32 



Z 
2 
3 
2 
•1 
3 
1 
3 



- 28 
28 
73 

' -26 

80 
. 41 

67 



Total 



(a) 8 classes diV-ided^^by 6 (normany taught by ohe teacher) equafs .at 
least one additional teacher. ^ \ .^^^ 
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Table LXXXV gives a- Breakdown o'f the actu^T dif fereati al cost for 
plant operatio'n agd maintenai>4^N}f sex:ondary schools* (due to the presence 
of two language groups under the jurisdiction of the K^jpu'skasing Board'of 
Education from July 1 , 1975 to June 30, 1976. • " . 
^ • Thej^moorfts given in Table^LXj(XV and' in Tables LXXXVI an(j.LXXXVlI 
were- deri vep tfprough, cohversations Jw\th. Board ^officers, and ttie. study «f 
relevant information, particularly a letter -dat^d October 4, 1976 , xon- ♦ 
taining a clocyment enti tied Kapuskasing Board/of -Education - Cost Analysis 
Differenti*al Costs of Frey:h" Language Education July 1, 1975/ t^ June '3^^, 
197/. ' ' • ^ 

The actua-1 differential c'ost of $44,597.0ralfT>Jp pl*ant operatfon and 
mai'ntenance of secondary schools as* showh in Table LXX)fV was derived by' 
multiplying IWie. yearly per student cost of $237.22 by tbe excess capSTtity 



. of 188 students, r \ 

^ The amount of $237.22 Vn the coiuma under Ye^Jfly Per Student Cost 

, for p]ant operation and maintenance .is explained in TabVe LXX)fVh ' -It wd^K 
"arrived at by dividrfig the • 1975-1976 lexp^n'diture .of $533,277.00 by 2,248, ! 
1 .e.V the- September to June average efirolmeni. , ' ' 

^ ■ ■• ■ • - ~. ■ . ■ ' 

Ihe excess capacity, for 188 sljudents i> the Board's secondaify . . . 

schools:', due to the^ presence of two language groups, is explained'in 

Ta*ble/LXXXVli .'^ The rated accommc^datToh for the secondary schQols-is 3,0^6 

student -plac^?.^ The. amount of £,40^8 stu'.ctent-Bl^ces' ifi the-column under' 
^ '* • ^ ^ , ' , 

Working Student Capacity i* derived "by finding 80% Of th^ -Vated accopimoda- 

titin. Thei^efore.^ ^the' 188 €x<:e^s "student-p-laces siown in the colunftf)" under 

Excess Student ^Capacity Is the difference between the wortc'-jfg .student ^ 

capacUy of 2, 408'and ■•2 ,220,1. e;-_, the student. enrolment. . 



THE KAPUSKASING BOARD. OF EDUCATION 



Tafcle LXJ(XV. Breakdown of Actual Differential Cost for Plant OperatioYi 
and Maintencir^e of Secondary Schoo-ls Due to t^ie Presence of H»o Lan- 
.guage Groups. The Kapuskasing Bpard of Edg'cation, 1975-J!'976. 
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Items 


, Excess 
Student 
Capacity 


■ Yearly Per 
Student 
Cost 


Actual 

Differential 
Co'st • 


Plant C^eration a/id 
^ Ma^intenance 


■ 188 


$ 2^..2Z 
f — 


$ 44,597.00 




TabJe LX*XVI.« Breakdown of Yearly PeriStudent Coast-for Plant Operation 
•ari_d .f-taintenaace of- Secondary Sctiools. iThe Kapuskasitig Board of Edu- 
■ •cation, 1975-1976. ■ ' . , ^ 



Items ^ -- ---—^ 


1975-1976 , 
■ ExpeVidi-tures 


» ■ 

V Septembey to 
June Ave/age 
* Enrolment 


%arly 

' Pe^ Student 
■ • Cost 


Plant pperatian 
and Maintenance 

/ . y 


$ 533,277.00 


• 2,248 


$ 237.22 





Table LXXXVlIl - Breakdown of the Excess 3tuden^ Capacity of the* Secon- 
dary- Schools Due to the Presence of Two Language Gi^oups. The 
Kapuskasing Board of Education, 1975-1976. ^ . * * , 



Items 


Rated \ 
Accommodation' 
(Student Places) 


% 

Working, Working Student 
Capacity Stu,defit Enrolinen.t 
Ratio. . Capacity June '76 


'Excess 

Student- 

•Capacity 


Secondary Schools 


'3,010, 


80% 


■ » 

2,408 2,220 

• 


188 ^ 




— T ^' 


{ 


1 ; 

\ 





is? 
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The actual di#Fferentiali^ cost of $27,715.00 for secondary s9hool 

'debt charges dUe to the presence of two -1 angtiages , as shown in Table 

* — 

LX)O^Vin_ was arrived at" by- mul tiplyiitg the yearly per student cost^ ^ 

of $147.42 by the^cess capatity of 188 students. ' . . • * 

■ • ■ . . • ' o , ■ 

The amount of $147.42 in the column under -Yearly Pec Student Cost 
for secondary school cjebt charges is explained in" Table L^XXIX . ft w-as ^ 
•derived by c^vidin^the 1975-1976 expenditure of $33U400.00 by 2 ,248, 
j.^.,-the September to Jyn.e average enrolment. The excess capacity for 
JSa students has already been expVained in Table 'LXXXVI I. • " ' ^ 

^- ■ # . ■■ • ■ • ■ 

.Table LXXXVIII\ Breakdown of the ActCial Dif ferenti al Cost for Secon- 
dary School Debt Charges Due to tfie .£*resence of^Two iaoguege Groups^^ 
The Kapuskasing Board of Educatior), 1975-J976. , • . ' , 







^ — ^ 


Actua^l 




Excess 


• Yearly* . 


Items ' 


Student 


Per; Student 


Differential 




Cap^aci ty 


Cost 1 


Cos^t • 



Secondary School 

• Debt Charges ' ' 188 . S^'147.42'-. . • $-'27,>15-«0 




Table LXXXI Jf. Breakdown of Ye arJy Per Student Cost for .Secondary Debt 
Charges. The Kapuskasing fedard of Education^ 1975-1576. ' , • 



ERIC 



J- 

Items • " 


J9^'5-1976." 
Expen<Ji ture ' 


September to JL^ne 
Average Enrolment 


' ^ VearTy ^ 

Per Student 
" Cost 


^ ^ 

Secon da'ry ,Sihool 
Debt Charges 


$ 331 ,40Q.t)0 


2al?48^ 


■ $ 147!0O 

* 

; — ; 








. » » \ 
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^ . Table XC s-hdws an actual diffej^tfal cost of $8,000.00 for school 
to school' transportation of. secon'da-ry school 5tcicl»nts. " Through discy^- 
'sions wftfT Board officers, the researchers learned that'stud^nts attend- 
ing ^Cite des Jeun^have to be transported- to Kapu^sing* Hi^gh. Schpol in 
order to take certain cojurses, e.g., shop, technical, that are not gi^jbn 



i 



at their own school. 1^ amount of $8,000t90 Is staged' in ^e Board's^ 
cost analys>^ document referred to previousl^y, but'no otJier de,tail^' ire 



.g^ ven. 



Table JCC, Actual^ Oi fferential Cost ftfr Schoo.rto Scliool Traa^portation 
of French-Language* Secondary School Studeats. the Kapuskasl^ig- Board of 



Educatjon, 1975-1976 
I 



Items 



Actual 

Dif fe renti'al 
Cost 



School to School Trar)fe|i6 



on 



$»8,000.00 




■1S9. 



9$ « 
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' . In addition t-o the actual differential cost Associated with^he 
T terns of Table LXXx! ,' there is also*an estimated differential cost whi^chT 
must be takgn into account ajifl which is presented in Tgble 401 . 

* The figures in the column imder Total Estimated Di fferentiaT Cost" 
were derived through discussions with edycational of ftcei^^and the study*' 
of pe'rtinerit and relevant documents. • - • , . " - ' * 

The researchers believe that the total estimated differential 
cost of French-language eduction. for the Kapuskasi' ng. Board of Education ^ 
'amounts to $78,033. 00 -for the academ.ic year as shown in Tabl^ XCI . 

The estimated differen^al costs for both, busi ness administration 

and' instruction are, broken down, in- I^bles XCI-^ and XCI-b, 

■ft 

It is believed that the presence of two language groups under the 
jurisdiction of *th^ Kapuskasing ^oard of Educa-tion creates a heed for 
translatior> services which would genereite an estiqjated differ^ti^al cost 



er^t 



of approximately $31 ,500.00 a^ shown in Table XCT-a .. It ts f^t that 
adequate services would be provided by .a 'translator, a secretary, plus 
the 'Basic supplies and equiptrtnt. 

\^ > - Table XCI-b gives a breakdown of the est/imated differential cost 
f9r "Instruction", wWch^ in this case, camprtse's learning materials only. 
The reader wijl not?' thaft the explanations for the figures in the column 
•under Estimated Differential Cost Per S^J^dent p{r year are given in 
Chaprter IT of. this Report: /^ailability and Costs 'of Textbooks, Library 
Books and Othgr Learning Materials. 

'The amounts" in the column under Estimated Differential Cost were 
derivCd by multiplying the amounts^ given as the estiniSitect di fferential 
cost per student per year by the number of French-language students 
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educated by the present Bpard. ' ^ 

^ The figure 1,04^ in the column under Number of French-Language 

students is actually the number of student equivalents. At Citg des " ' 

— 

Jeunes, there are 902 students who all take a minimum of^five credits for 
which the la'nguajge of instruction is French. At"^ Kapuskas^ing District FMgh 
School, 445 Francophone students take 455 courses in the French sector and 
generate 91_ French-language^student equi valients . A^ Smooth Rock Falls, 
171 Francophone students take 239 course? in the. French sector and generate^ 
48 French-langiiage student equi vctlents . the tot^l French-language student- 
equivalent then is 1,041. " 

The estimated differential cost' for le^irning .materia^ls need^d' for 
the "Instruction"'of French-language students in tfae Kapuskasing Board of 

V ' * * 

♦ 

Education secondary schools amounts to $78,033.00 as shown in Table XCI . 

The total differential cost, i:e,, actual and estimated, for - 
French- language ins'truction comes to/$194,912.00 ($116,879.00 + 
$78,033.00) ■ ' • 



*See Tables LXXXI and XCI, 



I9i 
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- Table- 0(CI. ^ummary of tBe Estimated Di ffe'r6ntia1 Costs of' French- « 
Language Educalsicn. The Kapuskasing Board of Eduction, 197^1976. - 

^ * ' ' Estimated Di ffej;»ntial Costs. - ' 

Uems — ^ ^ Actual 

Extraordinary Ordinary Differential «t 

\ Expenditures Expenditures . Cost 



i 



I Business Adrllini strati.on - ^ $ 31 ,500.00 4^1 ,500.00 



I Instruction: ^ _ 

A) Instructional 

• Administration / ~ ^ — 

B) Services and Pro- * ^ ' . 

Arammes • 

C) Schools -'- \ 46,533.00 ' ' '46\533.00 . 

> . - i ^ 

^III Operation and " . - . \ . 

nlnntenance . " ' ' 



IV Other Operating 
Expenditures 

V ^Debt Charges 

^I - Student TraQsporta'tion 



SuFtptal , • . , *78,^33.00 



Totcil . __ f 



78,033.0.0 
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Table XCl-a. Breakdown of Estimated Di fferential Cost of^Business 
Administration Re French-Language Education. The Kapuskasing Board of 
Education, f975-197^(a) . 



Items 

Business • ' 
'Admi ni strati on 


Salaries 


Fringe 
Benefits 


Other 

t 


Estimated 

Differential 

Cost 


Translation 
Services': 










Transl ator 


$ 18,000.00 


$ 1 ,620.00 


. Tj/a 


$ 19,620.00 


Secretarial 
Staff 


8,500.00^ 


765.00 


r 

,N/A 


. 9,265.00 


Supplies and 
• ,Equ1 pment . 


\ 

N/A 


• 

N/A 


^ $ 2,615.00 ' 


2,615.00 


Total , . 


26,500.00 ' 


2; 385. 00 


2,615.00 


31 ,500.00 



(a) Fringe benefits are 9% of salaries. 
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TableXCI-b. Breakdown of .Estimated Differential 'Cost of Learning 
Materials for French-Language Education in the Secondary Schools. 
The KapusKasing Board of Edcuation, 1975-1976{a) . 



1 

Items 

Learning Materials for 
Secondary Schools 

■ A 


Estimated 
uiTTerential Cost 
Per Sti^dent 
Per Year ' 


Numbe'r of 

Francophone 

Students 


Estimated 
Di f farentia.1 

Cost 


Textboi^ks 


, $ 10.87 


1 ,041 


, $ 11 ,316.00 


Library: 




4 




a) Books 

• • 


25.40 


1,041 


26,441.00 


b) Other Operating 
Expenditures 


0.43 


1 ,04l' 

% 


.448.00 


Other Learning Materi-als 


-8.00 


1 ,041 


8,328.00 


Tot^l 


.44.70 - 




46,533.00 



>(a) The figures in the column under Estimated Differential Cost Per / 
Student Per-y&-ar have been taken from Chapter II af the Report: / 
;'\vai lability and Costs of Textbooks, Library Books and Other Leamirjq 
Materials. ^ ' . • ' , 
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■ » \ ' 

/ THE OTTAWA BQARD QF EDUCATION 

... , ' ' _ 

. The Ottawa Board of Education is a lange urban school Board within 
Canada's capital and' has a secondary school enrolment Close to 26,000 stu- 
dents: 19 ,229 or 74%.,En"gl ishy^peaking. in eighteen schools, and 6,705 
or 26% French-speaking in six schools. 

The French-language secondary schools^ are: Cartier, Champlain, 
De La Salle, Andre-Laur^ndeati, Chaf-lebois anci^ Bel court . 

During the 1975-1976 school year, there were 1 ,00T non-resident 
Students attending these schools, with approximately 912 from the neigh- 
hourjng Carleton County Board of Education. ^ ^ 

The researchers communicated with the following Board officials 
by means of interviews_^ memos and telephone conversations: Mr. A. Cummirls, 
Director of Education; Mr. Guy Lapens^e, Superintendent of Schools; and 
Mr. W. Bird, Superintendent of Business- Finance , all of whom were very 
co-operative and helpful. 

The Board's secondary school (and school for retarded) budget for 
the period extending from July U 1975 to June 30,^76, was approxiffiately 

/ ; 

$60,'958,707.00. • - 

^ The following i^'a presgntatton of the Board's actual differential 

cost brought about b5' the presence of two language groups within^he pres- 
ent educational system. Table XII gives ^ summary of the actual dif-, 
ferential. cp^'^t for French-language 'education for the Ottawa Board of , 
Educatj^/i^dUring the period July 1 , 1975 to June 30, 1976', in the ^ ^ 
amou^ of $2,512,313!00. 
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Itt^^ ^^H: 5"""^^^ 0^ the Actual Differential Costs of French- 
Language Education. The Ottawa Board of Education, 1975-1976 



Items 



Actual Differential Costs ^^^^^ 

-=~^ — — , i Actual 

Extraordinary Ordinary Differential 

Expenditures Expenditures Cost 



Biisiness Administration 
ri Instruction: 

A) Instructional 

Admini stration 

B) Services and Pro- 

grammes 



$ 13Z.,244.b0 $ 137,244.00 , 



C) Schools 



III Plant Opejrati on and 

Maintenance ,* ' 

LV/Ofher .Operating 
Expenditures 

.V Debt Charges $ 535,766.00 

VI .Student Transportation 70^,012.00 



4r,400'.00 

105,1«9.00 
835,240.00 

707,4&2.00 



41 ,400.00 

105, '189.00 
^5,240.00 

787,462.00 ' 

535,766,09 
70,012.00 



Sub-total s 




k 

• 6.05,778.-00 1 ,906,535.00* " 
-> ' ^ 


Total' • i 




4 

' ■ -- . 2,51^,313.00 






S-^ i 

1 
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• • Table XCIII gives a breakdown of the actual differential cost for 

business administration due to the presence af two language ^oups under 
the jurisdiction of t^e Ottawa Board of Education during 'the period 

extending from July 1 , 1975 to June 30 , 1976. , 

m 

The figures in the <\o%im under Actual Differential Cost are 

derived thro'ugh discussions with officials of the 'feoard artd the study of 

relevant'' documents^. * i » - 

■ ' The SIX non-trustee members of t*Tie French-Language Advisory Com- 

mittee are paid $200.00 honoraria a month and they are provided v/ith 

secretarial services which cost the Board $14,368,00. 

Fees in the amount of $4,230.00 were paid to AFCSoi Association 

Jrangaise tfes. Conseillers ?colai.res de I'Ontario. , ^ 

- - The premium for bilinguaTism means an»extra amount of 17. paid to 

office staff who ar^ bilingual'; this is a Board policy sim'ilar to the 

policy of the Federal Ci^vil Service; in -fact, an amount of $52/00.00 ^ 

•was paid 'in 1976 .and _$48, 208. 00 in 1 975 , for an average of $50,304.00. 

The amount of $17,118.00 for general supplies and sery'ices is 

generated, by additional printing and external translation work] 

- I 

The Board's transl ati on, servi ces cost $35,438.00 in sajlaries, 

suppV'es and equipment pli/s fringe benefits. The reader wij^ rote 'that 

<% 

the. fringe benefits, are figured he^^e as ten perce>it of salaries for" non- 

S ' • ' 

teaching employees. 3 ' 



/ 

7 
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' Table XCIII. Breakdown of the Actual Differential Cost of Business 
Administration Due to the Presence of Two Language Groups, the 
Ottawa .Board of Education, 1975-1976(a) . ^ 

\ ■ T 



,(a) Frir»§e benefits are 10% of salaries! 
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' , , ' Act-ual 

^^^^^ ' * * Differential 



Cost 



French-Language Advisory Committee:' 

HonoVaria ' ' $ 14,400.00 

Travel and Conferences ^ ^ ^ \,386\00 

Secretarial Services ^ 14,368.00 

fe^s to French-Language' Associations ' 4,230.00 

Premium for Bilingualism , .50,304.00' 

SuppTias and Services' 17,118.00 

Translation Servi.ces: ' ' . 

. Salaries ^ ^ 26,762,00' 

Supplies and Equipment - ^ -6, 000. 00 

Fringe Benefits . ' ' ' , " 2,676.00- 



Total. \ _ , ■* U7,M.0O 
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The researchers believe that the actual differential cost within 

the "Instrjrtion" budget function is" made up- of the followfng amounts,', 

wHich are analysed further: i.e._, $41,400.00 for instructional administra 

tion; $105,189.0,0 for, Instructional services and programmes; $835,240.00 

for expenses at the "school" level, 'as s|own in Table XCII. 
V . • ^ 

The actual differential cost of $41,400.00 for instructional 
administratiop represents an additional Allocation within the Superinten- 
dent of Curriculum's budget for^the sp^ecific purpose "of curriculum develop 
m,ent in French-language secondar^ schoOls. 

.The acfual differential cost of $105 ,189.00 fqrn^structional ser- 
vices and progr^mes is broken down in Table XCIV, It is felt that the 

« • — 4 

salVries and fringe benefits of a CD-ordi'nator of Adult Education, of two 
full-time and one^hal f-time consultants constitute an actual differential 
cos r for French-langcrage education because their duties are- of direct 
service to the Franco|Hione *teachi ng personnel. 

The actual differential cost 'for the schools in the amount of 
5835,240. 00 are ^expenditures made at the school level. They are made up 
of the following actual differential costs: f i rst actual' Board alloca- 
tions/to the French-language- schools; second, the cost for four extra 
teachers tn language classes; and third, \he cost of additional staff ■4<je 
to the excess capacity of secondary schools. • * ' , ^ 
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T^bVe xpv. Breakdown of Actual Differential Cost for Instructional' 
Services and Programmes for French-Language Education. The Ottawa 
Board of Education, 1975-1976(a) . • \ ' ' 



Fringe Actual 
Items Salaries 'Benefits "Differential 

Cost 



Instruction Services and 
Programmes : 



Co-ordinator of Adult 

"ucation $ 30.332.00 $''1,061.00 | 31''.393.00 



f 



2 Full-Time* Programme 

Consultants \ 58.502-.00 ' 2.048.00 60.550.00 

1 \ ' 

1 Half-Time Programme 

Consultant 12.798.00 ' 448.00 13.246.00 



# — ' 

Total ; . 101.632.00 3.557.00 ' 1,05.189.00 



(a) Fringe benefits ^re 5.5% of salaries. 



, »* ,^ 11 . ^ « 
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Table Ky 



gives a breakdown of the actual differential cost of 

^specific allocations provided, to sif French-Tanguag^ second.ary schools by 

the Ottawa Bo^rd of Education during the period extending from July' 1 , 

\ 

1975 to June 30, 1976.- : ■ " . 

The figures in the column under Actual Differential Cost were 
derived through -di scussions with Board officers and the study of perl^^nt 
and relevant documents. * 

* • 

A psychologist w^s hired by the Board to vyork *t Cartier Secondary 
School, whic??-is a special vocational scltool. ' Thre4 teachers were employed^ 
for remecHal reading purposes. 

fit is felt that in adult, or continuing education, -there' is an 
a<:tual d*i fferential cost Qf $18,652.00. It, appears that fiv^French- 
, language credi t^classes were duplicated, thus generating an actual dif- 
ferential cost of $7,132.o5-; and thirty-two non-credit classes were also ' 
tlupllcated, thus' creating an ktuaj differential cost of $ll,550vil0. 

The following per student amounts were also provided: $1.49 for 
^he cultural programme; $3.00 for textbooks; $1.80 for li.brary books; and 
$1.00 for audio-visual supplies\ \ 

An amount of $9,335.00 was al^krcated for the purchases of 'films 
and another amount of $5,200.00 to purcJiase equipment for-the remedial 
reading programrfie. • . ^ ... 

^ The, actual differential cost of Board allocations to French- 

language schools amounts to $161,863.00 as shown in Table XCV . 
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Table'^XCV. Breakdown of Actual 
to French- Lan^ggage Schools, The 

▼ 


Different-ial Cost of Board Allocations 
Ottawa Board of Education, 1975-1976, 


V 

Items 

Board Allocations 


Salaries and 
Fri'nge Benefits 


Actual 
Di fferenttal 
Cost 


Personnel: ■ 




' \ 


1 Psychologist > 


% 23,436.00 


*$ 23,436.00 J 


'3 Remedtaf Reading 
Teachers 


56,280.00 


. 56,280.00 


Adult Education 


'[•18,652.00 


18,652.00 

* 


Cult Oral Programme 
Learning Materials:- 


A 


f t 


L 

Textbooks 


" 1 _ 


, 1 /D , uu 


Library Books 
Audio-Visual Supplies 


• V 


*12 ,066.'00 • 
6,725.00 


Films 




9,335.00 ' 


' Remedial Reading Equipment * 




5,200.00 








Total 


98,368.00 


161 ,863.00 




r 








i 

• - * 








r ■ . ■ . 


• 

t 


4f t 

1 
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' ' Tab>e XCVI gives the di f ferentlal Vin teacher requirements 

between language and other academic classes in French-language secondary 

schools 4^cfe'r the jurisdiction of the Ottawa Board of Education in 1975'- 

1976. . ♦ • . 

- ■ * f 

'The amounts in the column under Number of Tea_chers Required were 
derived in the following way through discussions with Board administrators 
and the study of relevant data.- * » . 

. In'the French-language secondary school^, one hundred percent of 
•the students 'take the courses entitled "English" and " Frarngai s" .• 

In the English-language secondary^hool s , all the .s-tudents ^also 
take "€n.glish", but only si xty-f i v^^ercent of them take "French". ^ 
Because the student-teach^ ratio for language cUsses .is 22/1 . 
instead of 27/1 Sis for academic classes, the difference between, the ' 
^ sixty-five percent of Anglophones taking "French" an<;i the one hundred [Jer- 
cent Of Francophones taking "English", creates a' di f ferenti al of more than 
* three teachers required in the French schools. The reader must bear in- 
mind that the researche»;s ' hypothesis is always the following: if all the 
school pop^ilation spoke the one and same language. 

In other words, if the' Francophones did like the Anglophones, 
the 35%, i.e., 2,347 of thte Francophones would not be takihg classes in 
. English (i.e., their se<:ond language) but in other aca(}emi c. subjects , The 
fact that th^ Francophones are In fa'A'all taking the cl^asses-in En^li^h 
generates a1i actual differential cost for 3.3 teachers' salaries and 
fringe benefits, ^ 
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In Jaijle XCVI ^ the figure 2 ,347 in the col umn 'undeV 35% of the 
' T ft ' ' - ^ *» 

Fran^ophOne.Ervrb'tnieTity^s divided by'the respective student-teacher ratio 
of 22 '^nd 27^' thus inciftating that 107 language class^s*are needed while* 

87 other atadenii'c classed would be i^eded. As an" average of six 
classes are, taught by onfe teacher, the number of teachers required in the 
first case is 17.78'^and In the.^sfecwid/'fcase , 14\48>.this explains the dif- 
ferential of 3.3 teache.rs'.- ' \ ^ - 

Table XCVII shows the actual differential cost for 3.3 secondary 

: " ' ' - ' ♦ 

school teach? rs at 'approximately $22,000.00 each and receivfng fringe 
benefits at the rate, of 3.5%. 
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Table XCVI. Differential in Tea^Jifer Requirements Between Language and Other Academic Classes i-n 
French-Language Secoficiary. S^oo-1 s. The Ottawa Board'of Education, 1.975-1976. . 



Items" 


Francophone 
Enrolment 


— w — 

35% of Student- 
Francophone Teacher 
["nrolme^nt Ritio • 


lumber of ^ 

Classes 

Needed 


Classes 
Per 

Teacher 


Numbfer of 

Teachers' 

Required 


Language Classes* 


6\705 ' 


2,347 22 . 


107 , ' 


6 ■ 


" 17.78- 


Oth'er Academic Classes, 
ft 


6,705 


2 ,347/ . 27 


. 87 


• 6 


14.48 • 


Differential 


t 


. — : 




/ 


3.30 •. 










— r:— ' 




Table ^XCVIL Breakdown of Actual Di f ferential • Cost for 3,.3 „Extra Teachers Due 
Teacher Ratio for Language' Classes'. The Ottawa Bbard of Education / 1975-1976(a 


to the Student- 

). ..." , 



Items 



Sal aries 

) 



Fringe'* 
Benefits 



' . 'Actual 
^ Differential 
^ Cost 



3.3 'Extra Teachers- In^anguage Classes ^ $ 7?,&00!bo ^. $ 2 ,541.00- 



$ 75,141,00 



(a) Fringe benefits are 3,5% of salaries; 
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Table XCVIII gives^ia breakdown of the excess student capacity in 



^the Ottawa secondary schools due' to the presence of two language groups . 
• under the jiiKsdictiQjfl of the Ottawa Board 6f Education during the period 
of July 1 , 19)5 to June 30, 1976. 

The figures presented in . Table XCVIII asi well as in Table XCIX 
arrd Table -C , were derived through conversations with Board officers and 
the study of relevant documents. . , , 

- The figures of Table XCVIII in the column under Rated Accommoda- 
tion /epr^ent the total number of student-places within the secondary 
schools. ♦ ' * ' 

The working capaci^-y figures are 85% of the rated accommodation 
figures and represent the ideal maximum capacity for regular secondary ^ 
schpoT-si while, the working capacity for special , vocational schools is 80% 
of their fat^d accommodation. 

The figures in the column uader Excess Capacity are derived by 
finding the difference between the working capacity and the actual /tu- 
dent enrolment. 

♦ 

The reader will note that in the Ottawa secondary schools, there' 
is a total excess capacity of 3,122 student-places, i.e., eq-ual to two 
large secondary schools. Therefore, the researcher^ j)el ieve that if, by 
hypothesis, alT the students spoke the same language, two large secondary 
schools could be closed or might not fexist, and the students would be 
attending other secondary .schools. ' * 
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Table XCVIII. Breakdown of Excess Student Capacity of the Ottawa 
Secondary Schools Due to the^Presence of Two Language Groups. - The 
.Ottawa Board of Education, 1975'-j976( a) . ' ^ 



Items 

Secondary School s 


Rated 

Accommotion 


Working 
\ Capacity 


Student 
Enrolment 


Excess 
Capacity 


Regj^jar English Schools 


23,440 


19,92T 


-17,248 


2,673 


Regular French Schools ' 


V,525 


• 6,396 


5 ,972, 


454. 


Special Vocational Schools 
(Eriglish and French) 


■3,424 
< 


, 2,739 


2,714 




Total 


34,389 - 


■j9,056 

/ 


25,934 


_>,122 


r 











schools and 80% of the rated accommodation for special voca^tiona^ 
school s. 
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■ Table XCIX gives a breakdown of the excess capacity actual dif- 
ferential cost, .for* ^ctiing staff in two-large extra secondary schools due 
to the pre^??nce of two laflguage groups under the jurisdiction of the 
Ottawa ■&<^ard of.Education during'the period extending from July 1 , 1975 to 
' June 30, 1976. ■ • 

The figures in Ta&le XCIX were derived through discussions with 
e.ducatibnal officers and' the study of relevant ^nforfnation. 

The reader wiiyrecair the explanations given for Table XCVIII 
concerning the ^ypot^esis of two surplus secondary schools. 

It is beliq^ved that the»excess student capacity generates an 
actual differential cost to the Board for teaching staff in the following 
wa<0 * ' I • 

In each of the two large secondary schools that are considered in 
exces^f what would prevail '-in a single-language situation, it is felt- 
that the following personnel are supernumerary: one principal, two' vice - 
principals, one chief librarian, plus one-third of twelve -department heads; 
this proportion is-'Q'led because one-third of a department head's time' is 
devoted to administrative d'uties. Therefore', two-thirds of the department 
he^ds are jiot -cons^o/ed additional and no'ne of the other teaching staff 
either. • ' • , > • 

R^fel^t that twelve department heads for, each of ^gC^ary • 
SchJSrA and Secondary School Bfare equitaVje figures-because'^st large 
secondary school? have between twelve and sixteen department' h^^ds . one 
for each ^in ^subject. ". .. • 

The SctuaJ differential 'cost for salaries and fringe benefits 
amounts, to $422,342.00 as shown "in Table XCIX' . 

, : J 




Table XCH. Breakdown of Excess Capacity Actual Differential Cost for Teaching Staff in Two Extra • 
Schools Due to the Presence of Two Language Groups. The Ottawa. Board of Education, 1975-1 9.76(a) . 

«- ^ ' ■ 




Secondary School A Secondary School B> 


Actual 




items Number 


Salaries ^ Fringe Number * Salaries Fringe 

Bene f i t s ' Rpnp f i t <; 


D>f fe ren ti al 
Cost 




-Principal 1 


$31,T70_.d0 $ 1,091.00 1 $ 31,170.00 $1,09^.00 


roo r\r\ 

> 64,522.00 


m 


Vic^-Pr^'ncipal * 2 
Chief Librarian 1 . 


5a, 860. 00 1,850.00 2 52,860.00 1,850.00 
24,000:00 840.00 1 24,000.00 840.00 


109-,420.00 
49,680.00 


OTTAWA. 1 


Department Heads l/3\of 12 


96,000.00 ■ 3,360.00 1/3 of 12 96,000.00 3,360.00 


' 198,720.00, ' 

, i 


BOARD 


Total , * • 8 


204,030.00 7,141.00 8 204,030.00 7,141.01) 


4 

422,342:00 


0 
-n 

rh 
0 
cr 


(a) Department heads' salary: $24,000.00. One-third of their time*is devoted[.to administrative 
'duties; therefore $8,000.00 is the proportion used in the column .under Salaries for Department 
Heads'. Fringe benefits are, 3.5% of salaries. * ^ 


> 


y 




' 

t 






^209 , ^ . 


' r 


CO 




I * ^ r ' • 

* 


* f 

# 1 

• 
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Table C is breakdown 'of the excess capacity actual differential 

cost for the secretarial services in'two surplus secondary school^, i.e., 

3,122 student-places, due to the presence of two language grogs' under 

the jurisdiction of the Ottav^ja Bo^rd of Education, July 1 , 1975 to 

June 30, 1976. " ' 

- The figures in Table C ,were derived through consultation with edu- 

cational administrators and the study of re^l e van t -data. | 

The reader will recall fhe remarks made corrcerning two hypo- 

thetical secondary schools considered redundant on account of an excess 

capacity of 3,122 student-places. 

The amoupt of $S1.22 in the column under Cost Per Student in 

• V 

Salaries was derived thus: ,the Board'5 statement of expenditures indi- 
cates that* from July 1, 1975 to June 30, 1976, an approximate amount of 
''$1 ,347,487.00 was disbursed' for secretarial services in the secondary 
schools (including schools for' retarded) This anAyot divided by their-- 
total *enrolr^nt (i.e., 25 ,934 plus 373^quals 26,307) gives an approximate 
per student cost of $51.22 for school secretarial 'salaries. The fringe 
benefits are ]0% of the salaries./ 

Tffe cost per student in\the amount of $56.34 {i.e., $51.22 for 
salarTes and $5.12 for- fringe benefits), multiplied by the excels student 
capacity of'3',122 yields an atctual Ui fferential cost of '$1 76 ,^4,00 for 
secretarial servicesMn two larg^ hypothetical schools as shown' in 
Table C. ' ' ' 



210 • 



THE OTTAWA BOARD OF EDUCATION . • ; " 185 



Table CI gTvds a summary o'f ^the actual differential cost for 
Trenct^language -education^thin the "Inff ruction budget fungtlort at. the / 
Pttav^a Board of Education 'the 'amwjnt -of $981,829 00 ' ' 



- Table-C. Breakdown of. E^xces-s-papacity' Actual Differential Cost'for. 
•'. Secretarial -Ser^'ides-^in Two Extre^ School? Due to- the Presence of Two- 
Language Groups. ■ The%Ottawa"Boar,d a;f' Ed.ucation T9,Z5-:'l9 76( a) ' 

. ^^^^^ - ••Exc-ess . :-: -(^sf>r.-StudV. , ^^^^^ ' 

• Secretarval- ^ . StiideVi ' Salaries • 'Fringe . ' ' Differ^Rtial 
• .Services < -■ ' ,.Cap-aafy-, ; * ; * ". ,Bfer1e.fi"ts ^'Cost. 

. . • V- •• ' . . ■§ . , . 

' . Secondary School A% 1 ;S61 <• $..5i:2?' . 'S.S.IZ' • , $ 87,947 OO 

• • • V-.- ' •• ■ V : ■•• • i • '- 

•, Secondary •S^hoo.V'/B.- TySeL^-' ' ,.51.-ZZ '•' '"^.IZ'^ ' ^ 87,94/ 00 

• - - • : — . • , - . * ■ . - 

' 'Total' "3,12?^ ■■•> 5f'.22-. 5 . l^.: , 1 75,894.00 



(^i). Fringe ben^fUs'/are IV^-.-of <sa'lffrie§.'. Tot«i I. sal aries' for -secretarial- 
services $l.,347,4§7.,(:)0-di<{idea-by the total enrolment- (sec. and ref.)- 
26,307 equals. $51'. 22'- ^^^r. stude.pt , -cost.' / " ' • 
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Table CI. Summary of ^!tte^-4€st4iali^ Cost for French-Language Education Within the "Instruc- 

tion" Budget Function. The OttaAa' 'Board of Educatfon, 1975-197^(a) . " * ^ 



Items 


Salaries 

0 


Fringe 

Dq no "f"? f c 


Supplies 

dr 1 a # oerv 1 ces 
Equipment - . 


Actual 

u 1 Tie ren 1 1 a i 
Cost 


A) 


Instructional Admi nistrati'on 


-- 


• 


— $ 41,400,00 


$ 41 ,400.00 


■B) 


Servijces and Programmes 
Co-ordinatc^rs/Consul tants 


$ 101 ,63?. 00 


$ 3,557.00 


> 


105, 189 ..00 


c) 


Sqhools * e 












\- Actual Allocations to French- 
Language Schools 


98^^8.00 


i n'c) . 


$ 53;502..OO 9,993.00 


< 

• 1^1 ,863.00 




2- 3.3 ExtVa Teachers in 

Language Classes . * 


72,600.00 


' 2,541.00 




75 ,141.00' 




3-, Additional Staff Due. to 
Excess Capacity 


. 567,969.00 


30,267.00 




598,236.00 



m 

^. 

:t» 
i ^ 

DO 
O 

:> 

O 



O 



<t<jfal . . 840,56?.Q0 36,365.00 53,50^2.00 51 ,393.00. 981,8^9.00 . 

^ : 1 i_ ' ^ : 

(a) The actual di fferentiar-Qost at the "School" level" amounts to $8!35 ,240.00 Table CI is a summary 
•of Table XCIV to- T§ble C. . * ^ ' 
. , . 
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Table CII gives a breakdown of the^i^early per student cost. for 
plant operation and maintenance -of secondary schools and school for 
* retarded operated by the .Ottawa Board Of Education during the. period ' 
extending from July 1 , 1975 to June 30, 1976. 

""The figures in Table CH as well as in Table CI 1 1 werg derived 
rough conversations with educational officers^ and the study of perti- 
nent and relevant documents. . ' ' • 

The amount in the column under Yearly Per Student Cost in 
Table CII was arrived at by divid||^ the 1975 September'enrolment for 
secondary schools and schools for retarded into the 1975-1976 expenditures 
for plar>t operap'on and maintenance which ts ta'ken- from the Board's budget 
for secondary schools, which incl udes' schools for retarded* . 

The amount given in Table CIII in the column under Actual dif- 
ferential Cost for plant operation anci maintenance is the product of the 
yearly per student cost and the excess student capacity. 
, , At this point, the reader wf 11 again bear in mind«the explana- ' 
tions given previously, fof' Tab^e XCVIII cpnceminq an excess, capacity 
of 3,122 student-places within the Ottawa Board'of Education secondary 
schools due to the- presence -of two language groups within the system. 

The'researchers belidve that the actual differential cost for 
pUnt operation and mainten4gce 'dujfing, 1975-1975 amounts to $7^7,462.00 as 
shown in Table CMI. ' ' • 



r 
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Table CII. Breakdown af Yearly. Per Student Cost for Plant Operation and 
Maintenance of- 6ecoiidary Schools and Schools for Retarded. The Ottawa 
Board of Education, 1975-1976(a). 





* 1975-1976 


September '75 


• 

Yearly Per 


Items- 


Expenditure 


Enrolment 


Student 








Co^ 


< 

Plant Operjition and 








Maintenance 


$'S,635,402.00 
' . . h 


26,307 


$ 252.23 



(a) The amount in the column under 1975-1976 Expenditure includes T 
expenses for secondary schools and schools for retarded, and 26,307 i'S ' 
the Sepfember 1975 enrolment for secondary schools and. schools for 
retarded. 



Table CIII. Breakdown of Actual Differential Cost for Plant Operation 
and Maintenance of Secondary Schcfols §ue to the Pr^ese^'nce of Two Lan- 
guage Groups. The Ottawa Board of Edycation, 19'75-1976(a) . 





' \ 

Excess 


Yearly Per 


» 

Actual 


Items * 


Student 


Student 


Differential 




Capacity 


Cost ' 


Cost <H 


Plant Operation'' and 








Maintenance ^ 

-T^- 


3,122 


$ 252.23 


% 787,462.00 



(a) The figure in the column under Excess Student Capacity is derived 
in Table XCVII. — - 
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Table CIV gives a breakdown of the yearly per student cost for 
debt charges of secondary schools' jnd^school for retarded operated by the 
Ottawa Board of Educatio^n during the period extending from July 1, 1975 
to June 30 , 1976. \ • , \ 

The figures in Table CIV as well as^in Table CV were derived 
through conversations with educational officers and the study of pertinent 
and relevant documents. ^ ♦ 

The amount in the column under -Yearly Per Student Cost in 
Table CIV was arrived at by dividing the 1975 September enrolment f6r 
secondary schools and schools for retarded into the 1975-1976 'expenditures 
for debt charges which is taken from the Bird's budget for secondary 
schools, which includes schools for retarded. 

TJie amount given jn Table CV in the column under Actual Differen- 
tial Cost for debt charges is the product of the yearly per student cost 
and' the excess student capacity. ' ' * 

At this point, the re^^der will again' bear in mind the explana- 
tions given previously for Table XCVIII concerning an excess capacity * - 
,of 3,122 student-places within the Ottawa Board of'Education secondary . 
schools due to the presence of two language groups' wi thi n the system. 

The researchers believe that the actual differential cost for^ 
debt charges during 1975-1976 amounts to $535 ,766.00 asy^hown in 
Table CV. - ' ' 



41^ 
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Tab/TciV. breakdown of Yearly Per Student Cdst .for Debt Charges of 
Secondary Schoals and Schools for Retarded. The Qttawa Board of 
Education, 1975-1976(a). 





Items • 


1975-1976 


September '75 ' 


Yearly 


Expenditure ^ 


Enrolment 


Per Student 








Cost 


Debt Charges 


$ 4,514,674.00 


. 26,307 


$ 171,61 



(a) The amount in the column under 1975-1976'' Expenditure includes 
expenses for secondary schools and schools for retarded; and 26,307 is 
the September T975 enrol ment* for secondary schools and schools for 
retarded. 



Table CV. Breakdown of Actual Differential Cost for Debt Charges of 
Secondary Schools Due to the Presence of Two Language Groups The 
Ottawa Board of Education, 1 975-1976(a) . • '♦ V 











Items 


' \ Excess 
Student 
Capacity 


Yearly 

Per Student 

Cost 


Actual 

Differential 
Cost 


Debt Charges 


3,122 


$ 171,61 


$ 535,766.00 



(a) The figure in the colump under, Excess 3tudent Capacity is derived 
in Table XCVIII . ' . 
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Ta'big CVI givas a breakdowrv of the total ^ number of students trans- 
ported from home to school with.in the secondary panelf (indl uding ^chool s 
for retarded) of the Ottawa Board *of -Education during the school year 
1975-1976.' 

The amounts of Table CVI in the column under Total Students Trans- 
> ' 

ported are the sum gf the figures giv^ in the columns under English 
Secondary Students, plus French Secondary Students and pupils from, 
schools for retarded. 

The figures in Table tVI to Table CX were^ derived through discus- 
sions with educational officers and the study of pertinent and relevant 
documents. ^ 

TabTe CVII gives the average cost per student transported, ^ 
i.e*, $92.00, for home to schoo-l transportation of secondary school stu-. 
dents (and retarded) under the jurisdi ction- of the Ottawa Board of Edu- 
cation in ;975-1976. ^ 

The amount in the column under Average Cost Per Student was 
derived by dividing the total number of students transported (secondary ^ 
and retarded) into the 1975-1976 expenditure for home to school transporta 
tion within the secondary panel (including schools for retarded). 
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Table CVL Bre'akdown of Home to School -Transportation ^of Students 
in Secondary Schools and Schools for Retarded, The Ott^iwa Board 
of Education, 1975-1976. 



Items 


Engl ish 

Secondary 

Stu^nts 


French 

Secondary 

Stude/i~t's 


Secondary 
Sub- total 


School s 
For 

Retarded 


^ Total ' . 
Students 
Transported ' 


Students Issued 


• 










Bus Tickets 


3,857 


2,178 


(6,035) • 




6,035 


Students on O.B. 


E. 










or' Contract Bus 


245 




(258) 


161 


419 • 


Total 


4,11D2 


2,191 


(6,293) 


161 


' 6,454 



Table CVII. Breakdown of the Average Cost Per Student Transported for 
Home to School Transportation =of Secondary School Students. The Ottawa ' 
Board of Education, 1975^-1976. ^ 



Items * 


1975-1^76 
Expenditure 


7 — r 

Total ■ ; 

Studerfts 

Transported^ 


Average Cost 
Per Student 
Transported 


hLome to School 
Transportation 


$ 593 ,'682.00 

# 


6,454 


$ 52.00 


• 


% 

\ 

♦ f 




• 

1 






\ 
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f 

' ' 

, ♦ ' Table CVIII compares the home^o school transportation ratio of 

* * English-speaking students to that of the French-speaking students during 

the acad^ic year 1975;rl976/ 

' * Tne figyres in the column under TransportatioJi i^atio were derived 
by dividing the number of students transported by the number of students 
\ \ enrolled. ' ^ . 

.The reader-w11\ note that whiTe 32.68% of the .French-speaking * 
' students are bused to schG(^ , orf^y 21.33% of the English-speaking students 
^ are transpcyrted to school. ' * ' 

Assuming that all secondary school stgfdents spOke the same Ian- 
guage, for instance English, the researchers believe that the situation 
illustrated in Table CIX would prevail. It gives a breakdown of, the ' 
^ home to school transportation differential of the actual French-speaking 
.students in a hypothetical unilingual .set-up. ■ 

^ The figures in Ta'ble CIX in the column under Students Transported >^ 
injic^te the following: at the present time, out of 6,705 French-speaking 
^ students, 32.68% of them, i.e., ^2,191, are'bused to school. If the ^ , • 

assumption is made that all the secondary schools were Engl i sh , .then the 
researchers believe that the transportation -ratio for English-speaking 
Students would apply, i.e., 21 . 33% MnsVeBd of 32,68% as shown^in 
Table C^I II. ^ . . ' . ^ • 

' In tl^s case, .only' 1 ,430 of the present Trench-speaking students, 
i.e., 21.35^ of 6,705, would require transpor^tation. ' ^ 

' ' ^^^^^^^ This assumption creates a k^ansportatiort •differej:itial of 761 as 

.shown">n the column und^r .Student^rjansported iA Tabl6, CIX . It is feU^** '^^w 



that 761 ^raong the actual Frahcophdne students wodl'd not require bts^^L-*^^;^*^ 
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transportation jn the hypothetical uni lingual set-up'. 

Therefore, the" researchers believe that the present situation 
generates an actual differential cost to the Board for home to school 
transportation of Francophone students' in the amount of $70,012.00 as 
shown in Table CX. ' 



Table CVIII. Comparison of the Hoipe to School Transportation Ratio of 
the English-Speaking and the French-Speaking SecorHdSTry School Stu- 
dents. The Ottawa Board of Education, 1975-1976. 



/ , 

Ite'ms 

^ . 


Secondary 

Students 

Transported 


Secondary 
Students 
Enrol led 


Transportation 
Ratio 


Wome !to School 
Nifransportati on : / 








^.a) French-Speaking 
Students 


^191 


.^6.705 


/ 

32.68% ' 


b) English-Speaking < 
.Student^ • 


. 4,102 


19,229 ■ 


21.33% 


r 

Total ' . / 


6,293 


2o,934 





/ 
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Table CIX. Home to, School/'t ransportation Differential of Actual French- 
Speaking Secondary School'Students in a Hypothetical Unilingua.l Set-Up. 
The Ottawa Board of Education, 1975-1976. 











I terns 


French-Speaking 

Student 

Enrolment 


Transportation 
Ratio 


r 

^ Students 
Transported 


Actual Transportation ^ 


6, 70S' 


32.68°/; 


2,191 


Hypothetical "trans- 
portation . ^^^^ 


^ 6,705 


21.33% 





Differential 11.35% 761 



Table CX. - Breakdown of Actual Differential Cost for Home to School 
Transportation of Secondpiry School Students Due to the Presence of Two 
Language Groups. The Ottawa Board of Education,' 1975-1976. 



, Items 



Hypothetical 

Transportation 

Differential 



Average Cost 
Per Student 
Transported 



Actual 

Di f,fe rential 
Cost 



Home to School Trans- 
portation of Ij^ranco- 
phone Students 



761 



$ 92.00 



$ 70,012.00 
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In addfition to the actual dif^jj^rentia^l cost associate5l with the 
items of Table XCI I , there. is also an estimated differential cost which' 
must-be takeji into account^and which is presented in Table CXI. 



The figures in Table CXI were derived through conversations with 
Board officers, professional colleagues and the study of pertinent and 
relevant 'documents , particularly minutes of th? meetings of the French- 
Language Advisory Committiee as well as their recommendations and tl^se of 
'the Director of< Education concerning the needs of Frensh-1 anguage studi^ts 

The resectrchers, bel ieve that t-he total estimated di-fferential co'st 

^ • - * 

of French-ianguage education for the Ottawa Board of Education for the - 

academ^'c year amounts to $473,71 3.00 as shown in Table CXI . 

. The estimated differential costs for the divisions within the 

"Instruction" budget function are broken down in Table CXI-a and 

Table CXi-b. ' " ^ ^ ^ ' . ^' 

No estimated differential cost is shown for 'business administra- 
tion; it is felt that the minimum services required for translation ser- 
vides, i.e.; a full-time translator, a full-time secretary plus basic' 
•supplies and equipment, are already provided by the Board. 

In the field of instructional administration, there are, at the 
present time, besides the Director of Education, the Assistant Director, 
and ei gh t^^per i ntenden ts working for the Board; two of these 
supe)^ntendents' Ire bilingual and their servicers benefit the entire Board, 
thus allowing them to^devote only part of their time to French-language 
secondary schools. 

* , Therefore', S:he researchers believe that a^Board having -6 ,705^ 

French-speaking students under its jurisdiction should have at least oijie 
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n 

educatipnal supervisory afficer, i.e., superintendent, dedicated full- 
time to French-language schools. To arrive, at this conarl usi on , ^the follow- 
'ing basis was used: Table IV showing a ratio of 3,680 pupils" for every 
educational supervisory^ officer ;^/ithin large- and medium-size Separate 
School Boards in Ontario* during 1975^1976. The educational supervisory 
officers of the Ottawa Board of Education are responsible for approxi- 
mately 47,000 .pupi Is , i.e., a ratio of 4,700 to one. ' ' ^ 

The estimated differential cost for one educational- supervisory, 
officer, i.e., superintendent. Is appro^ilnateTy $36,500.00, as shown in " " 
■ Table CXI-a . . . . 

In the field of instructional services and programmes, it is felt 
that there is a heed for one co-ordinator or consultant, for approximately 
800 students. Thj^ conclusion was reached through consultation with edu- 
cational officers and other prof-^ssional . col leagues. This average seems 
to be a sound operational 'figure; it is not necessarily ideal but^'t i?^ 
.considered desirable aiVd practical. 

The enrolment of 6,705 French-speaking students could theoretical I'y 
justify the presenqe of eight and one-halft co-ordinators . As the 
researchers believe that the Board already^s an actual differential cost 
for 3.5 co-ordinators as shown in Table XCIV , there is an estimated dif- 
ferential cost af $137,500.00 for five additional "co-ordinators and/or 
consultants, shown in Table GXI-a . . ' . I 

ThereforeV'th'^et^i^^ for instructional 

administration, services and programmes for French-language education dur-' 
ing 1975-r§76^amourtts to $174,000.00 as shown in Table CXI-a . 
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* Table CXI^B gives a ^ break^down of the estimated ,di fferential cost 

of learning materials for French-languiage education in the secondary 
schools under the jurisdiction of tha Ottawa Board of Education for the f 
- academic year 1975-1976. ^ ' 

. The reader will note t-hat the explanations 'for the figures in 

J ^ 

/the column under ^Estimated Differential Cost Per Student Per Year Sire 

given ijn 'Chapter II of ^his Report: Availability and CostsTrf^ Textbooks , 
Library BoolCs and Other Leamin^g Materials/ ' ^ ^; . 

The amounts in the column under Estimated Differ^^ia'l Cost were 
derived by multiplying the amounts given as the estimated differential 
cost per student^per year by the number of Francophone secondary school 
st'udents educated by the present Board, < . , 

The estimated di ffe^rentlaV'cOst of learning materials needed for 
the ^"Instruction"^, of French->anguagg students in- the secondary schools 
of^the Ottawa Board of "Education amounts to $299,71 3.00 as shown in 
: Table CXIrb > ^ ' ^' , * , . ' . 

The" total differential cost, i.e.% actual and estimated, fof 

\ - ' - ' 

French-language instruction comes to $2.,986 ,026 .00 ($2 ,512 ,3.1 3.00 ■ + 

$473,713.00)*. * " ' 



. See Tables XCII and CXI. 
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Table X;XI. Summary of the 'Estimated Differential Co§t of French- 
Language Education. The Ottawa Board of Education, 1975-197^. 









Total 
Actual 


Items • - ' 


Estimated Differential Costs 




Extraordinary 
Expenditures 


Ordinary 
Expenditures 


Differential 
Cost " • 


I Business Administration 






4 ■ 


II- Instruction: 




J 


» 


A) Instructional 




• 




Administration 




$ 36,500,00 


% 36,500.00 


B) Services and Pro-, 








grammes 




' 137,500.00 


■ 137,500.00 


C) Schools 




.299 ,71 3.00 


299,713.00 


Il\piant Operation and 
Maintenance 








IV Other OpSfTating 
Expenditures 








V Debt Charges 






9 


VI Student Transportation 








Sub-total 


« 


473,713.00 




Total 






473,71 3.00 ^ 



I 
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Table CXI-a. Breakdown of Estimate-d Differential Cost of Instructional 
Administration, Services and Programmes for French-Language Education. 
The Ottawa Board of Education, 1975-1975. ' 



Items 


-m » i 

Aye rage 
; ^^S'alaries^^ 


Estimated 

Differential 

Cost 


Instructional Administration: 


■4 




1 Educational Supervisory 
Officer (Superintendent) 


$36 , 500 . 00 


$ 36,500.00 


Services and Programmes: 






5 Co-ordinators and/or 
Consultants 

i- 


. 27,500.00/ . 


137;5d0.00 


Total 


- t 


' 174,000.00 . 
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Tab^e CXI-b. Breakdown of Estimated Differential Cost of Learning 
Materia^for French-Language Education in the Secondary Schools. The 
.Ottawa Board of Education, 1 975-1976( a) . ' ' 



Items ^ 

Learning Materials for 
Secondary Schools 


Estimated 
Differential 
Per Student 
Per Year 


Number of 
Cost Francophone 
Students 


Estimated 
Di ffe rent! a 1 
Cost 


Textbooks 


$*10.87 


6 , 705 


$ 72,883.00 


LiBrary : 








a) Books 


25.40 , 


■ ^ 6,705 


1 70,307.00 


b) Other Operating 
. Expenditures 


0.43 ^ 


6,705 


2,883.00 


Other Learning Materia?^ 


8.00 


... 6,705 


53,640.00 


total 


44 -70' 




29ijh3.00 



I 

i 



(a) The figures in the "c'o Tumi under Bstiifiatgd Differential Cost Per 
Student Per Year have been taken from Chapter II of the Report: 
Availability and Costs of Texjtbooks, Library Books and Other Learning 
Materials. ■ 



2AvaiIab^ty and Costs pf Textbooks, Library Books 
dnd Other Learning Materials 



Introduction : , 

This section of, the report on the- avai 1 abi 1 i ty and th*e costs of 
textbooks, library books and pther learning ma^terials is based upon the 
follov^ing: ^ • 

\) ministerial pubTi cations such, as Circular 14 , Circular 15 , 
Catalogue of^'pi'lrris , etc.; 

2) briefs prepared by French-language educators of the province 
dealing with various situations and needs of the French- 
lai^guage schools; 

3) a survey conducted by the Cultural Division of Statistics 
Canada e^n titled Survey of Centralized School Libraries and . 

^^^lll^ Board Resource/Services (1974-1975 ); 

4) a province-wide survey on the neet^s'of the Freni:h-fanguage 
schools conducted in '1975 by the Association des EnseignarTts 
Francc-Ontariens (A.E.J.O.); ' 

5) publications by the Canadian School Library Association and 
. I the Amerfcan Library Association; ^ ' . ^ 

6) interviews with French-language "educators . 

The data contained -in the tables used in our research establish 
comparative situations . From an analysis of these situations, we have 
arrived at certain fir^ihgs regarding the comparative availability 'and 
the costs of the teaching aids. Where 'pe.rtinent , comments and recommen- 
dations are offered. * > 
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Icteally speaking, parity of teaching aids and services in the* 

French-language schools with the situation existing in the English- 

lang,uage schools is an objective to be. achieved. In the estimation of 

' some'people, however, such an objecti ve^^wou^^ lack rearlism. One could 

argu^ that there are services to be offered to the French-language 

schools where parity»with their English-language counterparts is 

nei ther» desi rable nor feasible. For instance, we question the 

. ... 

desirability and feasibility of numerical parity in the field of text- 
books. On the other hand, we are of the opinion that,'tn certain areas 
of teaching aids, more than parity is .necessaj^y . These consideration^ 
will ^become' self-evident in the course 9f this report. 

Three categori-es of differential costs can b^ calculated with 
respect to teaching aids: 

1) Actual costs based on factual and documented information 
derived froin an analysis of the tabled. 

2) Estimated costs based en personal estimatfon of costs which 

. would be incurred to improve the existing situation in view of 
achieA/ing quality education. 

I 

^ Example : the costs involved 1n preparing textbooks^ guide- 

lirres, etc., to gradual ly, reach a desirable goal. 

3) "Hidden" costs such as the time spent by teachers in finding 
or Creating, preparing and photocopying nr«terial which is 
available in the English-language schools T)ut not^in French- 

^ ' language schools and the time devoted by librarians processing 
French-language books. 
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In the pages that follow, the researchers have attempted to 
present only the "actiTal differential costs plus some very conservative 
►estimated costs. They are however strongly aware that due to "hidden 
' costs" dif ^fc i l tial costs sf^ould be considered as m'inimal'. 

Avaifability of Textbooks : ^ ' 

It is considered worthwhile to compare the availability of text- 
books for toth the Francophones and Anglophones in the various disci- 
pi i n^es^aug^it in the Province's public and separate schools. From this 
comparison, presented in Tables CXII to CXVII > one can easily deduce the 
extreme need for textbooks in schools where French is the language of 
instruction and infer substantial additional costs if equal opportunity 
is to obtain in ll-ench schools. Even though modern education has been 
invaded by a highly sophisticated technology, the textbook still reWins 

r 

the working tool par ^xcel Unce. 

These tables do not suggest that numerical equality should be 
aimed at,ahd that for obvious reasons. For instance, although the tables 
show us that 384 textbooks are available to teac^ English as a first lan- 
guage, no One would expect an equal availability for trench-langCiage.^ 
schools sijQce. English is taught as a second language. What does, hoy^ever, 
strike the researchers, is the small amount* of textbooks, 136, that are 
available far the teaching of French , as IT first language, compared to 384 
to teach English as* the- mother tongue.' 

One must also note the present abs'ence ot%iench-speaking pupils 
studying certain options at the .secondary school level (viz. Mo,dern 
Languages, except Spanish, Agriculture, Social Sciences such^ 
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Table CXII.' Availability of Textbooks fof th« Primary DivisionNlfeording 
to Circular 14 (1976)/ ¥ ' >« . 



Schools 




Suh iprt 




&n g 1 1 s n 


■ ■ ■ ^ ^ • 

Anglais (2nd Language) 


5 


0 , 


English (1st Language) 


0 


15B 


Frangais (1st Language) 




0 ' 


Mathematics 


4 


,13 


Music 


3 


7 


• 

Physical and Health Education , ' 


2 


0 


Science 




5 


Social'Studies 




• 16 


Total 

S F 




199 ' 
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Table CXIII. Avai 1 abi 1 ityj of Textbooks for' the Junior 'oi vision Accordinq 
to Circular 14 (1976). ' vi y 



l^ctiool S 



Subject 


French 


' English . 








Anglais (2nd Language) . ^ 




V 

. 0 


English (.1st Language) 


0 - ^ ■ 

V 


121 ■ 


*Frangais 


-42 


s 

0 


Mathematics 


. '8 


• 41 


Music ' 


5 


21 


Physical ^nd Health Education 


4 




Science 

# 




w 


44 


Screen Education 


, 0 . 




Social Studies ^ 




^ 140 








— — — ^ 

Total / 


" 91 


368 - " . 




• * 


-' \ 



J' 



% * 
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TatTe X^IV. Availability of Textbooks for the Intermediate Division 
According to Circular 14 (1976) 



.Schools 



Frencl^ 



Anglais '(2ncl Language) 
Business Studies / » 
Consumer Stud^^ < 
'.Dramatic Arts 
English- 
Environmental, Science 
Frangais^ 
French 
Gebgraphy' 
^Gufdance 
History 
Home Economic^ 
Informatics 
Latin and. Greek 
I'^l^rijfmatics 
Modern Languages 
Mus'ic 

HeaHh^and Physioal Education 
Science . - .* ^ 
Screen Education 



echrrological Studies 




; 1 

7 

. 1 

0 
0 

* 1 

23 

8 
^2 

i 

2 

16 
*0 

6 
2 

I 

J 3 
0 
7 

14ft 



< 



*En5lish'' 



0 . 
' 26 
6 
2 
8.4 
10 

, 32^ 

134 
" 21' 
*1.67. 
10 

* 54 

•32' 
23"- 
: '12 
46 
1- 

- 37 
709 
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Table CXV. Avai-lability of Textbooks for tha Senior Division Accordi 
to Circular 14 (1976). . ■ . '"^ 

9t * 



Schools 



Subject 



French 



Businfes^Studies ■ 
/ Dramatic' Arts 
Economics 
^ • English 

- Environmental Science « 
/ French * ^ ' 

Frangais 

Geography ' ^ 

Guidance ' ^ 

HistoVy - . ' " 

' Home Eoronomics 
^ Informatics 

Latin and Greek ^ 

iaw 

Man in 'Society' 
Man, Science .and Technology" 
' Mathematics . 
I^dern lartguage . ^ ^ 

People and Palitfcs 
Physical and ^Health Edueatton 
• Science '« 
.Streen -Education 
Han and Spac/e 
Technological Studies 
Urban Studies 

total 



16 

0" 
0 



0 
6 

I 3 
7 ^ 2 

; 'o^ 

2 
0 

- 4 
" 0 ■ 
2 

1- 

13^ 

0 
6 

0 . 

-- > 

80 



ng 
0 



English 
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72 
3 
1 

18 
13 



60 y 

14* 

V ^ 

6 
1 

' r 

7* 

36 ; 

4 . 

25 
49- 
6 

13 

'•6» , 
27 
1 

1 - 
19 

23- ' 
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Table CXVI. Availability of Textbooks for the flonours Programme According 
to Circular 14 (1976). ; , ' ' , ' 



jUUJ^Ct 




Schools 

French ^ Engl ish 






2 


7 


L LUn Uill ICS ' 


( 


1 


7 


English ^ 




0 ' 


3 


FranQai s 




2 


0 


Frencfi 


0 


6 






1 * 


26 


H i s 1 0 ry 


- 


8 


107 


'Home Economics 




0 


7 


Latin and Greek 




0 1 


2 


''Mat;hema tics' - 




^ 


8 


iMuaern Languages 




0 


28 


Music ii 




1 


4 


Science 




19 


15 


Total 




35 


220 ■ 




\ 








• 






/ 




{ 






J 
















• V 
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Table CXVII., Summary of the Availability of Textbooks, for All Divisions 
According tcy Circular 14 (1976) (a). 







t ^ 


Schools 




Di^'sion' 

f 

* 






French 


Engl ish 


Pi^ary 








19a 


Junior 


V 




91 ' 


> 368 


Intermediate 






^ r49 


70$ 


Senior / ^ 
Honours Programme 






' -t^ 


489 
220 


Total 


9 ^ 


I 


. 394 


1985 


(a) A few tttles. appear 


in more than 


one division. 






















/ 
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Dietary Supervisors, Nursing Assistants and Fashion Arts, 
^ and World Politics). Furthermore, the present small number ' 
• of French-speaking pupi 1 s. enrol 1 ed in other subjects (*) 

such as: ' - * ^ ■ 

Data processing 23 * ' 

Graphic Arts 15 

Industrial Physics 1 1 

Nursing School and * 
Child Care "10 

normally increases the disparity in the present^vai labi 1 i ty of textbooks. 

In examining Tables CXII, to CX'VI I , one cannot but notice the total- 

^ 1 

absence of textboolk in Drsmatic Arts, Guidance, Modern Languages ,^co- 
, nomics, Law, Physical and Health Education, Man and Space, Urban Studies 
and Social Studies, and Written French \r\ the Primary Division. Unfor-' 
tunately, there are,-on>y 8 textbooks for the teaching of Eifglish as a 

4 

^ second language (5 in^the Primary' Division and 3 in the Junior Division), 
With respect to culture-related^bjects , the situation is quite 
lUrrtentable wben one notes that for Music, only 17 textbooks are avaiV 
_..^le for French instruction compared to, 61 in English; that for Social 
'Studies (Primary and Junior Divisions)., bnly 15 textbooks are available 
in Freqch compared to 156 in English and that in 'History 22 textbook's 
are available in French compared to 342 in English. ^ . ^ . 

An exhaustive study of all subjects^ in the various divisions has 
led us to the conclusion that the needs of the French-1 ^inguage schools 
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I 



would be adequately served by doubling the number of textbOoks^presently 
approved. Therefore the target of "800 ^se ems real-istic . 

• Three'conclusions can be drawn concerning the availability of 
French-language textbooks: . tr 

• a-) thejimjted number of 'textbooks available fof> the teaching 
of .French as a first language is a serious handicap for both - 

7 

the pupils and teachers; 

b) the use o£. textbooks to teach English^as a second language to 
Francophone pupils by means of textbooks designed to teach 
English as a first language to English-language pupils is far 
from satisfactory, especially in the junior grades. For 
instance, Reaching English reading to grade 3 French-speaking 
pupils from a grade 1 interest level reader is pedagogi cal ly 
unbound; ^ , . 

c) the necessity of teaching a subject in French using an Enqlish- 
language textbook adds a difficulty for both teachers and 
pupils. This difficulty is further aggravated when a third 
language has to be taught through the medium of a second 

^ language, namely- Spantsh. 
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Cost of Textboo^ks, Elementary Programme : 

' ■ ■ SI 

One does not have ttfhave much experience in fhe area of text- 

books to realize how much more expensive French tq^cjtbooks are in compari- 
son to Engl-ish textbooks. To calculate the differential costs of 
French textbooks, the researchers made a page count of all textbooks in 
^ * a particular subject for both English and French schoolt. to illustrate, 
^let us say t^t in the'^lementary schools all textbooks used to teach 
French as a first language comprise -14 ,256 pages. The tot^ ce for ' 
these textbooks 'is $306.32. P'er hundred pages the price is $2.15, -In 
schools where English is the language of instruction, the ti^tal number of 
pages of all textbooks used to teach^the mother tongue, or first language, 
is 51 ,429. The total cost is $966.87. Per hundred pages the cost\ is 
$1.88. There is a difference of $0.27 or, percentaqe-wise , it costs 14.4" 
more in F'rench-1 anguage schools.' The researchers calculated the d.ifference 
between the cost of English and French textbooks for practically all the 
subjects taught in the elementary schools.' These data are presented in 
Table CXVIII . ^ . > 

Using the data obtained from t^*^ Boards with the largest French- 
^ speaking student population, the Ottawa Roman Catholic Separate School 

Board and the Sudbury. Roman Catholic Separate S^ol Board, the researchers 
\^ were able to detj^rmine the 'actual and differential costs, of textbooks. 
Table CXIX presets 'the costs of textbooks used by Frg^ch-language 
schools of Sudbury and Ottawa (elementary). From Table CXIX , it is seen 
that the average cost amounts to $314,09, -If one now refers back' to 
the diffe^ntial costs (percentages) presented in Table C/VIII , one can 
esta^)ltsh a comparison between the actual costs of textbooks per 
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Table CXVIJI. Aver^^ Cost of Textbooks by Subjects (Elementary Schools).- 



Elementary Prograimies 



Differential 



Subject 




Total Pages 


Cost 

\ 


Cost/100 


Costs 
$ % 


rrencn 




14-, ^5 6 • 


$306.32 


$2. 15 • 


X 

$0.27 14.4 


English- 




51i429 


966,^7 


1:88 


s 


Mathematics 


- 










French 


7,455 • 


108. 87 


1.46 






English 


20,229 


, 333.15 


1.65 


/ 

o.ia 13."^^ 


Science - 














French 


t* 4,013 


109.64 


2.73 


0.21 8.. 


Ehvi ronment 


Ingl ish 


8,511 


214.73 


. 2.52 




• 


French 


4,397 


127.60 


, 2.90 


0.48- 19.8 




English ^ 


30,659 


741.91 


/ 2 . 42 




Hygiene - 


'fYench 


414 


l^'.OO 


* 

2.48 


0.57 30. 




Lnql ish 


1,036 


19.84 


1.91 




Music - 














Frej^eh 


80'6 . 


22.20 


2.75 


0..23 "9.5 




English 


5 , 1 88 


125:9'4 


^42 




Industrial - 












Arts 


French 


802 


45.52 


5.68 


3.00 112. 




^Engl ish 


' 3 ,.920 


105.12 


. 2.68 / 




Home 






f 






. Economi cs 


French 


341 


8.98 


2.63 


.038 14.5 




English 


■ 770 


17.30 


2.25 '. 





(a) Interestingly ^enough,, 
mathematics textbooks. 



the differential >cosf is reversed. in the case of 
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Table CXIXA Average Cost of Jextbooks Used by the French-Language 
Elementary Schools of Sudbury and Ottawa(a). 

Comparative Costs 



Subject 

(1) 


4 U r 1 eXLUUUKb 

Sudbury(b) Ottawa(b) Average(c) % of Total Cost 
(2) , (3), (4) (5) 


Fran^ai s 


$ 75 


.48 


$ 108 


51 


$ 92 


.00 


29 


.30 


Anglais • 


46 


.so' 


62' 


53 


54 


.16 


17 


.25 


Mathemati cs 


54 


.55- 


, 36. 


44 


44 


95 


14 


30 


Sciences 


47 

• 


.32 


11. 


2Z 


29 


22 


9 


30 


Envi ronment(d) 




.37 


50. 


05 


56 


71 


18 


06* 


Hygiene 


32 


.14 


12. 


06 


22. 


11 


* 7 


04 




















Music 


15 


.35 






7. 




2 


40 


Industrial Arts 


3 


95 






1. 


98 




63 > 


Home Economics 


10 


36 ■ 






5. 


38 


1. 


65 


Total 


348 


33 


280. 


83 


314. 


09 


99. 


93 



(a) Th^nrolment at the schools o.f these two boarcls represents approxi- 
mately^/3 of the total provincial enrolmen^^ 

(•b) Costs incurred by the Board during a year for alJ textbooks used 

from kindergarten to grade 8- to teach the subjects in column 1. 

« 

(c) If these two school boards represent a reasonable range within 
which the small boards fit in, the average costs of textbooks by sHjbject 
matt'er for any one year from kindergarten to grade 8 would be as indi- 
cated ,in col umn 4. 

(d) . Environment includes Social Studies, History and Geography. 
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pupil by subjects for^ French and English Schools. 

Table CXX presents this compari son' and shows a differential of 
$93.73. ' • 

"./.assuming that about one-third of the textbooks must be 

written off^annually as unserviceable" ( Circular 14 . p. 3), the annual 

surplus cost of French-langu,age textbooks per pupil is: 

$93.73 = -$31.24 
3 

To this amount could be added $40.15 for textbooks used for religious 
instruction: ■ [ ' ' 

■ ' $40.15 = $13.38 
^ 3 - ^. 

• 

Adding both these sums: 

ft 

^ . $31.24 

13.38 " ■ 

44.6? 

and dividing the total by 8 (normal time spent in elementary schoof): 

$44.62 ^ • ■ 

8 

'a differential cost of $5.58 is obtained. 

If one considers that there are approximately 77,768 students 

registered in French- language schools or units, one can estimate'ttie 

real differential cost for French-language textbooks^o be $433;945 

77,768 
X5.58 



.433,945 

This~^ost will inrease gradually as more textbooks become available so 
that it is "estimated that it wil] be approximately $8.00 once the above 
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Table CXX. Comparison of Actual Cost of Textbooks Per Pupil in French 
and English School-s Based upon Percentages Givgn in Table CXVIII. 







Actual 


Cost of Textbooks 


Subject 
(» 






Schools 




French( 
(2) 


a) English(b) 
(3) 


Franks 

Angldi s/Engl ish 




$ 92.00 


J 

1 




54;i6 

• 


$ 61.66 


Mathematics 




44.95 


58.43 (+13%) 


Science 




29.22 


26.89 (- 8%) ♦ 


Envi ronment 
Hygiene 




56.71 
22.11 


45.4a^j,-19.8%) 
• T5)l48 (-30.0%) 


Music 




7.68 


^ /6.'95 (- 9.5%) ^ 


Industrial ffrts 




1.98 


.93(-112.0%) 


Home Economics 




^ ' ■ 5.38 


4,60 (-14.5%) /» 


Total 




$314.09 


— • 

$220.36 


D'iffereltial ' 






$93.73 / "^V^^ • 



Figures in column 2 come from Table CXIX. 



T 



^rceptages in column 3 are taken from Table CXVIII and indicate how 
less (except for mathematics)" English books cost compared to french 
5ooks. 1^ 
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mentioned target of 800 available French-language textbooks has been 
achieved. Therefore the estimated differential cost would be ' ^ • 
$622 >>44.00 ^ 

77,768 ^ 
X 8.00 
$ 622,144.00 

The researchers felt that any recommeadation that might be made 
relative to reaching the target of 800 textbooks can only be made by 
the MiniTtry. They do, however, realize that filling such a gap is a 
very costly endeavour which could reach a million dollars spread over 
several years. 

Cost of Textbooks, Secondary -School s : ^ ^ - 

To illustrate the differential cost of Frenclr textbooks in sedon- 
da^ry^schools Tables CXXI and CXXII are presented here for examination. Ttiese 
tables, and others that ere similar in this report, must always be con- . 
sidered ^s illustrations representing as closely as possible an existing 
situation and allowing for generalizations of a relative nature. 
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In Table CXXI an analysis is made^of the comparative cost of text^ 

books in selected areas of study pursued at four different levels Mn 

EngUsh and French^ secondary schools. According to Table CXXI , when twO 

similar programmes one in a French secondary school, the other iji an, 

English secondary ^hooV, are compared throughout grades nine to twelve, 

the cost per pupil in the French instructional units is $f30.45 or 58.9% 

t 

moit than the cost per pupil^ in English-language secondary^ schools . On 
a yearly basis, the differential cost is theoretically $32.61 ($130.45r4) 
Since the lifespan of textbooks is three years, the real- differen 
tial per year becomes $10.87 ($32.61 f 3). 

Ta calculate the yearly differential cost > one must con^sider! . 
^ a) 21 ,4j)0 students registered in French-language schools; 

b) 9,500 students registeVed in so-called bilingual schoqls 
wh^re an average of 4 credits in French instruction are^ 
^ being taken. . ^ 
Thus; 21 ,400 X $10.87 $232,618.00 

9,500 X ($10.87)(4/5) • 82,612.00 
for a yearly total of 31 5,230.00 ^ * ^ ^ 

This 'figure of -$31 5,230.00 represents a conservati ve^stimate of 
the real differential cost . Assuming an adequate number of French text- 
books, the estimated' differential cost, would be $13.00 per pupil- and 
therefore on a yearly basis with the present pupil registrcation , i.e., 
21,400 and 9,500, would be $377,100.00 obtained aS follows:^ 
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, '. 21 ,400 X 13 $2.78^^00.00' 

»' * , • ' 

9,500 X (13 (4/5) ^ 98,800.00 • ^ 

Total' * 377,009-00 

This penury of textbooks, especially at the'^econdary School 
leve], has been, since- the establishment Of these schools, a matter of 
grave concern for school administrators, principalis, teachers, and 
parents. This situ^ion adds an extra burden on tfie teachers who have 
.to spend a considerable antoultt of time looking fc^ materia], preparing 
the French vocabulary and photocopying thousands of sheets a year in 
various subjects^ Therefore, the^quality of tearching is bound to be 
, ^ lower and the cost higher. ^ 

, Hoping to get an even better, idea of the real differential cost 

associated with French textbooks, the authors selected two secondary 

*^ ' . ' , , 

school-s of similar size and comparable educational prognemmes, one 'French 

. • and one English, under the jurisdiction of the same Board, and compared 

7 the total textbook cost per pupil registered in each case. The cost was 

^ $85 ,007.45 for the French -school compared to $60',403.70 for t^ Enqfish ^ 

school. On the per-student basis, the^^cost was $6C.22-and $50.97 for 

the French and English schools respectively, yieVding a differential for 

French textbooks of $17.25 or 3^1%. Th"ls- information may be examined on 

TaJ^.CXXII. I * . 
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Talkie eiiLXI.,Com[:)a!^tive-Cost of T^tbooks In Selected Area? -Of Study Pur- 
, sued at Four Different' Levels in^French and English Secondary Schools.- 



. Level 



Subject 




Schools 



French 



t^ar 1 

'(advanced 



tsh 
b/Frangais 
matics 
aphy 
ry ^ 



Year 2 
(advancecl) 



Yea-r 3 
(advance^d) 



Typingv 
Sjclence^ 

Physfca^ Education 

ErfgTTsh ^ . 
French/Fran gai s 
Mathematics 
Geograp^ 

Hi story - « - ; 
Typing . t ^ 

Science 

Physical Education 
Englisji 

French/Frangai s 

Matheffiatics 

Geography 

Hi story / • ^ 
Office Practice 
Physics - 



4i 



$ 11.70 
20.75 

6.30 
16.15 

3.95 
18.95 

6.95 



10.90 
17.90 
.6.30 
17.85 

7.75- 
16.95 

4.50 



14.15 
17. 't5 

5.70 
T7.85 

4.95 
24.60 
. 5.70, 



Snglish 



$ 12.75 
4.15 
6.25 
9.70 
'4.50 
l(f.^O 
4.50 



.TO. 85 
4.35 
6.30 
11.50 
7.50 
i^90 
4.50 




Year 4 Engli^sh 
(advancecl) 'French/Frangai s ^ ^ 
' Mathematics 
^, Qeography 

History ^ - 
, ' ^ Office .Practice 

\ • « 


•14.70 

■ ■ 20.00 ■ 
7.25 
■ 21.20 ' 
' ' .5.95 ■ 
24.80 


• < 17'.30 
: . *. ■ 5.15 
7.25 

10.90 


— ' — 4 

To'tal • ■ . - ' " 


. $35i.;o 


. ' $221.25 

I 


Dif^^tial tost Per Stude/it 

- * . 


, ■■>: ',-3 


^45 or 58.9% 
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Table CXXII. Comparison of ttie Total Cost of Tettbooks Per Pupil Regis- 
tered in Two Secondary Schools, One French and One English, with Similar 
Edi4(:ational Programmes and of Similar Size. ^ ' - * , 



Secondary Schools 



Subject > 



French 
^: 1246 



English 
N:'11^5 



Dramatic Arts ^ 

Commercial Subjects- 

frangais 

English • »' 

Greek' - ^ 

French 

German 

Spanish 

Gepgraphy 

Hi s.tory ' , 

Home .EconQmic^ 

Ma.thematic^ 

Musk: . 

-Sciences * 
^/Humam Sciences ^ ^ 

Physical "Education r 
. .Technical . 



.Total 



Cost Per Student 



$ 1,317.60 
408.00 
"6,885.75 
23,933,70 
15,0.16.55 - ' 




1,278.80 
■ 5,3V.'85 

5,077.40 
•916.^5 
.8,389.65 
546.00 
10,476.90 ^ 

' 156.00 

1,185.00 

4,112.00' 



85,007.45 



68.22 



$ 963.00 
. 494.00 
5, 68?. 06 

15^,739.35 
. " 38.00 
5,076^:50' 
• 774.00 

5,682.95 
3,-597.05 
944.80 
6,890.55. 

■ 576.50 
7,611.70 

■ ,885.00 
4,2]j8.30 



60,403.70 



50.97 



{0 



Differeati'al 



■$17.25- or 34% 
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In the preceding pages, the authors emphasized the rather general 
nature of the textbook problem relative \o availability and costs.,- It 
is felt that a more specific development relative to several curricular 
areas would be within the scope of the present study. The coments that 
follow with respect to specific curricular areas are made to suggest 
senou5 deficiencies that quajity education canrjot^ tolerate. HiJkien 
costs also frequently come^^t) light when consideri ng^ the curricular areas 
sep^^^ely. fol lows ,^ffiough reported by one secondary school, 

must again be considered as an illustration representi ng'^very closely the 
^actual situation in the province's French-language secondary schools. 
There are variations from one school to another but our survey seems to 
indicate Jjitle variance. ^ ^ ^ 

Commercial Subjects : 

This departmen^ must aSm at making its students fluently bilin- 
gual both orally ^nd in writing before they leave school. One of the • 
higher costs of this depart«ent is* therefore the need of textbooks, < 
I'^arning ipaterials and class sets in both lan^ges . Henceforth the 
cost for, operating this programme is practically double those incurred 
by an. Engl i^programm^. * ^ ^ • 

One major cost-^in the Cbmmer^ial department is the large amq^nt 
of material reproducti on .due to shortage of French textbooks adapted to « 
the .Franco-Ontarian situation and the Canadi an ^usi ness world, 'in some. 



. A 

■ { 
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instances, we have been informed, the humbfe-r of'copies run off .a photo- 
^ , • copier year^ is estimated at 25,000'while more thawi 60,0(i0 sheets for 

exercrses and varied materials are also rtUT off on. the ditto machine, 

' English Department : ' ' , ■ --^ ' • 

* ^ : ' ^ In most French-language schools the Engl'ish department offers 
two types: of programmes: Inglish foic the students who' are mastering 
the language fairly well and Anglais for the students who need, more 
work-in th>*bAsdcs of English communication; ^ ^ ' / 

Jhe Ehglish programme needs a wide variety of literature work as * 
well as gra'nnar and composition texts. " * , 

The/Anglais programme must make use of a wide variety of learnings, 
materials to cofftp.lement the O^ral and written aspects of the programme. 

If the Mglais programmes were equipped only half as well as *the ^ 

m 

French second-language programme in terms of textbooks and teclinological 
aids, such as language labs/,etc., the costs incurred woulcKprobably 
triple the actual costs. 

Fami ly Sciences : ^ * ' ' 

This programme ha$ very few French teaching aids att its disposal 
tjKe presei^t situation is as follows: ' * 

- Family Studies - #73-74/3039 published in 1973 "- no available 
French text or film in Ministry bibliography. 

Fashion Arts, 1967 R.P. 54 - no available textbook. 

- . - Home Economics^ 1964 R.P. 5.6 - one reference series suggeste<i:« 
Le Costume , Tome I, II, III, IV, V*,^ Fl%mmarion . jL ^ 

Circular 14 lists 3 French texts out of 19 books for*Home e(f 
nomics and Family Studies: ^ 
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La. couture $ 3.96 

Education *famil iale ^ ' 10.36 
L'alimentation, 8.50 

n;r> is Jmpossible at the moment ,t^^ti^, to ^iny exterrt other teaching 

techaiqutes^t the Oral presentation approach. To reduce *the' textbook 

problerp, schooU must reproduce'^ on photocopiers 6r on dittos vast amountf^ 

• /. « 

of material. All this sitggests hidden costs and begs for' impVovement by 
wa^ of effecti ve pedagogical aids. 



1' 



.Frangais^ Department : 

The Frangais department operates along the line' of an English 
department in ar> English-Language high s.chool! Sev§rd-1 textbooks, are 
required per student as weH- ^ class set€ of di ctionari es , gramm'ar 
books, reference books and workbooks. A large collection of . reference 
materia;|^ is also needed for students in hi.gher grades and far teachers. 
The high costs of French texts and materials imposes great strains dn any^ 
school's budget. A comparison on textbook needs with a class of French 
as a second language would (JoTnt to much higher costs in the teaching of 
Frangais. ' , 

. \ \ 

Geography Department : ^' . * 

♦ 

Th| availability of textbooks and teaching aids in this curricu- 
lar area is limited. Furthermore, many texts on the' market have limited • 
applicability Tor the FrenQh-Onta^ian Geography programmes. 

\' In most s^fcls, teaching is basefj on large cfuan^tities of photo- 
copied materials serving as documents for study; exercise sheets are also 
prepared in large quantities. \ 
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History Department ; • , . I 

In ^ade 9, no French text i s ^avai 1 atJle fgr the Canadian Studies 
course. Teaching is based on^lass sets and plenty of photocopied 

'material. ^ 

♦ ' ' ' ' ' 

In grade 10, the' only approved text, Ce Cana da au Ue siec'le by 
Frgre LSon , is seriously qutjlated and all French History teachers of the 
province h>ave requested It be replaced. Teaching again is done from 

f 

>n St?t 



class sets and photocopied material 

There is no textbook for Man >n"^§t?tjety , grades 11 and 12 



^Course content^i s .taken out of class sets an^^ large amounts of photo- 
copied- matenial , r.ostly.from magaLzines^^ newspapers to which a depart- 
iti^nt must subscribe.- 

Comparisons of cost, between French and English class sets and ' 
reference materials can be made from' -the' fol IcJWing li^t: . 

French Textbooks ' • English Textbooks 

Atlas du monde contemporain $8.95 ^ 

Atlas general Holt • 5.56 Aldine ^World Atlas $2.95 

Atlas Larousse canadien ' • 8.'95 

Le dernier mi lie et le rgve * ' ' ' ' The Last Spike; The ' 

insetise, P. Bertcn ^ ,9.{^ National Dream," 4.95 



P. Berton 



Music: 



, Practical >y all the teaching aids for Theory and Appreciation, 
Vocal Music, and Instrumental Music, are local ly prepai^d and photo- . 
copied, mimeographed or-dittoed-^ 'No textbooks French have ^been found 
aRpy:x)priate. Quality teaching is difficult under sucK conditions . Because 
music iS; ^uch a culture-related subject,, it j^s, quite unfortunate ' * 
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^ that French ^ids are not ^available. 

» • 

Mathematics Department : 

There seem5 to be a growing dissatisfaction with the very few 
Mathematics textbooks available in French'. As -a consetjuence , mimeo- 
/ graphad material is extensively used in grade nine while EngUsh text/ 
bopks are being used in grades -ten, eleven, twelve, and thirteen. 

* ■ 

Science' Department : 

Higher costs of Freoch 'texts are 1 1 ustrated in the fol lowing . 
compansonj: ' 

'4 

' _ ' * F-cench ^ - Ejigl tsh 

^ Qra^dfe 9 - Botanique , J.C. Cart5n $ e.O'O"^ Methods of 3cience 3, 'S 9.00 

et al . , Centre ^ducatif. ^ Methods of Science 4 ,> 

et culturel ^ ' Brackenborouflh , CI arke 

. Zoologie , J.C. Caron et 6.00 Irw>n Co. ^ 
al . , Centre educatif , ' 
' et culturel ^ . ' ^ • 

Grade 10 Initiation aifx Sciences . Introductory Physical 

Physiques , Equipes I.P.S. 7.00 - Science , I.P,^. group 3.88 

Institut de Recherches ^ 

B^dagogiques 

^ Physiques - , ^ Methods of Science 3 

. Explorations scient>f iquQS 19.00 Methods of Science 4 9. DO 

Explorations scienti f iques Brackenborough , Clarke ' ' ^ 

II _ Irwin Co. 

Grade 11 La phys i que en classe- Physics - A Human 

laboratoire ' • 27.00 Endeavour, D. Paul et^ 11.23 

al. , Holt 

. %~ 

Grade 12 Elements de Chimie ^ The Outlines 'of themis* - 

^ Modeme > J. P. Gravel 7.60 try, McBryde, Clarke - 4.77 

% et Madras, McGraw-Hill . Irwin Co. 

6rade 13 Physique - P.S.S.C . ' Physics - p.S.S.C . 

' ' UM. Schaim, Centre 11.16 P.S.S.C, Heath ^ 7.95 

^ducatTf et culturel 
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. f^. French ' ^ ^ ^ English 

Grade '13 La Chiftiie: expgriencer \ Chemfstry: ^Experiments 

et principes , P.R. $10.36 and Principles , P.R. $ 7.95' 
0' Connor et a1 . , Centre O'Connor, Heath 

gducati f et culturel ^ * 



I 



Grade 13 Biologie: des mo1gcu1es 5 Bioloqi cal Science : 

rhomrne , J.L. Tremblay, 12.95. Molecules to Man , 11.40 
Lemfiac , Houghton, B.S.C.S. 

^ There are few available French-langaage audio-vi suaV^eaching aids 

in Scie^e. Good equipment, materials and time are ne^e>5s"ary for the 

development of such aids. « - .* \ , ^ 

^Cost of Library Books, Elementary Schools : 

In consul^Tion wi'th school librarians and based on various or(^ers 

'Of thousands of, French-language books and.EngVish-language books, it-was pos- 

sible to arrive at the following conclusion: the average cost of a processed 

Engltsh-langti^ book is $4.00 against $8.00 for a French-1 angtj^ book. 

* # » 

This differerltial cost is caused^by the limited market' for French books, 

j» , ^ - . 

the high cost of transportation o^ljgpks published in France; Belgium, or . 

. - • I 

Switzerland. addition, an inferior^qual i ty of the binding of French . ^ ^ 
boolcs ledds to further expenses ^ince the librar:ian must spend n'tVre and 
money processing them before they are put into' circuTatiCn. Another, 
impbrtant factor in th^ cost of Frenclj books is 'the fact that they^ have 
only 1/2 or 1/3 the lifespan of English books. . ' 

Thi English-language school librar*ies can purchase almost 'all 
their books duly catalogued and processed. This means that its -Books , upon . 
arrival, are ready to be put on shelves and that they already have a cc^ 
number, card sets and book covers, if necessary, estimated that 
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this means a. savingN)f between one-half hjur to one hour of work per 

bobk. This •time could be put to a mor£ profitable use such as helping 

students and teachers in thei r Vesearch. This situation is another 
%** . . ' 

striking example of hidden costs that should be added to. the differential 
costs. • ' 

Numerous a^^SmpT^\of differential costs of series of library 
books could be given. A series of English books published by Grun .sells 
for $4.95 per unit; the "same book published i> French sells for $11.95' 
per unit. Two very -popular. series of 1 ibrary ^ooks , one at the primary 
level, the other at the junior and .i ntermediate levels, will yield the 
following differences: ^ 

The Iblden B^oks $ .59 

Les Li vres d'or. , - 1 .95 
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The Hardy Boys , solidly bound r.95 

The Trench counterpart, Les ' 
, * ' " ^ Michel , with \ poor qualTty 

of paper and poor binding ; 2.46 ^ 

A mor^jpjpttei led analysis of library books for' French- language, 

schools is presented in Table CXXIII . 

Costs of Library Books\ Secondary Sc^ols : 

While in 1975-1976 it was generally agreed by librarians 1;hat the 
average cost per processed Engl jsh-1 anguage book was $8.16, the co<;t for a 
French-language book (not always processed) was $]0.43. 

Wfth this in mind, the data presented in Table CXXI V wi 1 1, bear out 
the differential cost for Fr^ch-languagef schools. . ^ 

/" - 
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Table CXXIII.Differejntial Cost of Library Books in French Elementary 
Schools. 



Description 



Actual cost of an English library book ♦ 
Actual cost of a Frej^j^h- language bocik $8.00 x 2 



It is estimated that .in the French-<|anguage Schools 
•there should be 1/3 as many English books as i,n 
English SchopJs» - 4.00 x 1/3 



Costs 



$ 4.00 
16.00 

1.33 



Total yearly cost 

i 


t 

of French-language -books per pupil 
* ; 16.00^+ 1.33 


1?.33 


Differential cost 


^ 17.33 - 4.00 


. , . 13.33 


Actual yearly addi 


tional cost 77 ,76a pupi 1 s. x 13.33 


1 ,036,647.«14 

• 




r 


1 — 

• 
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Table CXXIV. Differential Cost of Library Books in French Secondary 
Schools. ; 



Description ' Costs 




2 English books, per student $8.16 x 2 $16.32 

For French-speaking students: 



French books 


no 


43 X 2 


20.86 


Engl ish books 


8 


"l6 X 1 . 


8.J6 


Total yearly cost for French - 
spea-king pupil ^ 
* 


20. 


86 +8. 16 


29.02 


Differential cost for French- 
language pupil 


29. 


02 - 16.32 


12.70 



However, since the lifespan^of the French-language books is 
estim^ited at half the .time of the English-language books" the actual dif- 
ferential cost 'becomes: 

$12. 70 X 2 = $25.40 

This figure multiplied by the number of students registered in French- 
s- 
language schools and units will yield the annual differential cost of 

French-language library books:* 

30,900 X $25.40 = $ 784.860.00 

To illustrate this differential with reference to concrete 

example.s,^it is worth noting the following list. - « ' 

The Keys of the Kingdom ' $ . 95 . 

(Bantam) paperback "editi on % 

Les clgs du royaume 1 . 40 

paperback edition 

The Caine Mutiny * . 95 

(Dell) paperback edition 
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Ouragan %r D M,S. "Caine" ■ " $ 1.65 ■ ' 
( Calmann-LSvy) paperback edition 

. The Road Past AUamont ' ^ ^ . 2.50 
(McClelland) novel by a French-' 
Canadian author, soft cover edition 

La route d'Altamont ^ 2.95 
(H.M.H.) soft ^over edit'iOFi 



Two Soljtudes 

{Macmi nan) paperback .edition 



De ux sol itudes - ,7.60 

(Spas) soft cover'edi tion ' 



To further identify the additional costs incurred by the purchas- 
ing of Fren(>^anguage library books for elementary and secondary schools, 
one could consult the survey'>f ondUcted by Statistics Canada ,(?{hi tied 
Surv ey of Cen t ralized School Libraries and BoSrd Resource/Se(rvice Centres , 
1974-1 975. • ' / 

> / » • 

Estimated Library Costs, Elementary School$; 

Accord^ing to^the Canadian School Library Associ atior^, school libra- 
ries should have on their stkf one clerk for every 500 pupils, The publi- 
cation entitled "Media Programs (1975)" by the American Association of 
School Librarians stated on page 35: "Each school" with .an enrolment. of^O- 
needs-a full-time media aide, and, in most*cases, a ^11-time media tech- 
/lician". * ' ' • ' ' 

In times of budgetary^ restrictions one might have to .accept .these 
figures as somewhat idealistic. Ttie fatt however .remai ns .that at pres^ent 
barely a half do'zen tectinicians work, full time in Trench-language school 



libraries. It is evident that many more should be hired ahd that there- 
foro the estimated costi^ould 
(50 technicians @ iSuJ^OO.OO) . 



foro the estimated costi^ould reasonably be in the ;*»icinity of $500,000:00 
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If one consitJers that only 25 clerk-typists actually employed 
in Rrench- language school libraries, it remains retfsonat)le to add at least 
another twenty. This woyld "again raise ttie estimated yearly costs by 
$160,000.00 (20' X +48,000.00). ^ . '• ' ' . ' ' . 

To complete this analysis, the researchers have examined the r 
availability of ^anadi^in curriculum njaterials for French-language .schools 
and have m^de a comparison_.be^tween titles available to' French- and English-^, 
language schools in culture-related and technical subjects. This analysis 
as -presented, in Table CXXV is based on Circular 15. 



Table CXXV. Number of Titles in Culture-Related and Technical- Subjects 
Mentioned in Cii^cular 15 , Canadian Curriculum Materials , for French- and 
English-Language Schools. • .' . 

Nyt^iber of Titles 

Subjects . ■ . . . French En.glish 



, Culture-Related 








Frangais 




274 - 


• - 


English 






1,14* - 


History 




153 


1 ,239 


Music 






107 


Gui dance 

I- 




47 


. 105 


Dranfetic Arts 




.0 


12 


Techni cal 




6 


500 


Total 




^ 502 


.3.,108 



This ^ble shows clearly the disparity between the number of 
English titles as compared to French titles in the language and culture- 
related subjects and also in the technical subject?. There are "hundreds 
of titles which could be ^ed^to the French Circular 15 . 
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'The researchers do not feel it to be their mandate to make any 
•special recojnmendation relative to this situation. However, it seems. 

▼ 

that to fill the gap using ordinar|^methods such a* task forces-; 
committj&es, etc., an estim^ed cost of apprpximately $50,0a0.00 could be 
envisciged as a minimum. ^ 

Films : * • 

' ^' Films a^e now recognizecT as an effective learning ai^ and yet if 
one is guided by the Film Catalogue issuecf by the Ministry of Educatioj^ 
(1975) he is struck by the very small number of French films available to^ 
French-language schools, especially in the area *of language and culture 
and technology. Tab! e CXXVI qi ves a picture of the situation. ■ 



Table CXXVI. Comparison of the Number of Fijm Titles Dealing with Language 
and Culture and with Technology Available to i-rench. and Erig^ish Schools 
(According t^ Film Cataloque (1975) , Ministry of Education). \ 



Subjects 



'Language and Culture 
Language Arts 
Library 
Guidance 
English 
Frangais 

Arts- ^ m 
Music 
History 
Theatre Arts 
Technology 

Total 



Number Fi Im Titles 



French 



Engl ish 



1 . 

1 24 

7 110 ' 

72 

49 (first and Second 
Languages) 

4 120 . 

3 80 

^12 301 

2 28 

3 91 



82 



920 
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•/•The res^4ar5hers, suggest that all ^os^ible aven^s be explored to 
add films in t-he French language sola's to*ma)»^ available to Fren^ch- 



language s^chools one oT the tnost powerful le/rninq aids of modern* times 
The researchers, Iffter consulting specialists, estima^H^ cos 
of produc^on of a 15 minute l6mm film^at $1^^,000'.00, There, may tfe- more 
efficient ^ItoT less cosily methods ao fill the 'gap 'b&±weeh the' number of 
FrerTch and English films.- • , . . , ^ - 

Gui del ines : ... , ' , ' 

^ Out of some 150 gui defines, only 13 are in ^rench, af which si^ 
reJate to language and culture: ^ . * " 



Jrartgats f 5 < ^* 

-Hlstoire^ ' \, Y 



.Art drama ti que ' ' 1" • ^ 

' Musiqu^ 1 ' • 

- ' r ^ The- researchers feel that -th^ must ^ise-the Ministry of 

Education against lit|ral translations of Guideltrtel especially jn .the' 

ar^ of cul tLH^e-related sy^ects^for reasons thai are obvious. A typical 

fijxample of an exotic situation is that of the translation of -ttie Dramatic 

* • • • ' ^ =^ 

Arts Guidelines where > in effect, only 2 out of 160 .tS" ties ^4ig;§ested as 

references are tn French.' All of tbe' 14 films ^u?nested are in English. 
* * . * . ' • """^ 

On the otiter hand, th^ " Musi que" Guidelines can serve as a modelTforth^ 

^preparation of future guidelines. * Translations or the adaptations into 

French of Engl jsh-ljanguage guidelines^fn subjects siich as "Science, Mathe- 

matits and Technical subjects are ^l>owever 'acofptable. 



) 
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" ' - ■ . . , ^ , 

. , Ideally, at^ least 75 6uydel inss should be original French ^roduc-' 

v. , ■ ■ . p 

^J^jl^.^.They would have' to be prepared by curr4cul uiTT'experts and one . 
.rouTd easily place a price tag of $20 .OOqjflQ^ each/one, . Therefore, one 
w^iJHsH-^rve to think of an estimated cost of $1 ,500 ,000. 00. • 

In conclusion, the researchers present the following as prerecHii- 
• ?ites to- quality education. .Although these have been discuss'ed in the 
chapter, it is felt that re-preseflting them by way of a summa^y can be • 
helpful to the reader. 

a) Textbooks : To partially fill the textbook-^gSp and approa'ch 
the, 800 target, one would expecf a mituuiiim of 50 .new textbooks a year, 
Many of these could be imported from Francophone countries and from . 
Quebec. One woulf'have to expect at least between lS to 20^'acijinal pro- 
ciuctions-.^ U se^ that the fundi n.g for an original production would be 
itf the area of $30,000.^00. Therefore, a sum of approximately $5QO,o6o.OO 
•a year should 't* set, asideifor thi s purpose. v 



b) Librari'es : Under this. heading two types of additional fundin 
^hoyl^be provided^ i )' personnel , and ii) bo^s^"" ^^,» 

In the 15»Trst instance , it was ^sh own tH^ there, w^s ^seriou^^ck 
of media technicians and clerk-typists. To fill, this gap'and f^ure 
€ffic'ient use of library resource's, at least $500 ,000.00 should be inves 
ted- for medi^a technicians*and^$}60 ,000;00 fQ,r clerk-typists. ?ls was men 
tioned on'p^ges 232 ff . , the basis^.for tbes^ figures stems -fronr- the 
standards of the Canadian Librar/'-Association . < ' 

' ■ •■ . ■■■ Cr ■ ■ 
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Secondly, to "catch-up" soto^speak, French4l anguage schools 
libraries would have to invest this y^ar a million dollars brf the 'purchase 
of books, periodicals and non-print materials. - r — ' 

c) Films : When one considers the discrepancy between* the avail- 

» 

able edu^tional films for French-language schools and Engl ishrlangira^ge 
schools, i.e., §2 compared to 920, it is rtot too difficult to se^e tTTaT^e 
former are in a disadvantaged position^with respect to^his most important 
learning aid. ■ One could easily understand and appreciate the ne^d to 
invest at 'least enough money Jirst-, to produce somewhere between 20 and 
25 films annually; "this y<buld mean approxi.matel v $400,000.00. Secondly, 
to purchase from Frahcdphone educational jurisdictions, home and abroad, 
some. 25 'to 30. films ann'ually. This could entail approxirhafely $100,000.00. 



d) Guideline's : It'is felt that at least 75 GurdeUfces' shoul d be 
profiuced in French by Frerrgh curriculum experts. At the cost, of^approxi - 
mately 420,000.00 each, and -over a period of three .to four years allowed 
,f;or the production, a sum of ^0,000.00 annually should be provided. 
. To summarize: - * . w * 



Textbooks ^ ^ ^ ^ $500,900.00 annually 

Libraries: , * / 
- • Personnel ' 66^,000.00 

. BQ6ks, etc. 1 ,9^0,000.00 - 

Films: ' . . ^ 

Production * * ' / 400,000\00 annually 

Purchase * '' 100,000.00 annually 

Guicjelines, 500,000.00 .annually ■ 

Total * , ' -^,160,00^.00 



1 

3 



Other Estimateld Costs 



- - . This- chapter deals wi th several* areas related to Fre;ich-lanquage 
Q^ucati9n, all of which involve expenses 'of varying trtagnitWs. 



1 ) Regional (^fices : . ' ' j$t 

^'siMdy i^as niade'of the Regional .Offices sw^t* respect tTo their 
rel-ationship wi th Jr^nch-language school s' and'^to the service/they pro^ 
vide or o.ffer in view of feting t^e needs" of b6th fha elementary and 
^eLCOndary French- language schools-.*" " J" - ' 

- Th^egional Offices incl'-uded in the' present study, are:, the - 
Mi'dnerttieff^fJumberr Two. locate* in Su^fbury; the. ^rtheas'tern NumbW ' 
three, situated in'Tforth Bay; and the Ottawa^ Val ley Number Ten with 
office^! n Ottawa. 

• ' The researchers had conversations wi th, regi onali directors, super 
inte-r^ents of services and educational officers -in stjper^ision, qurricu-' 
lum and business" and finance services ,' and they were *?W)'vi ded with' 
pertinent an(t relevant documents" concBrnfng services offered. 

At the.R^ional Offices ^f the Ministry of Ediftation located in 
Ottawa!, Sudbury and North Bay. approximately -34% of the off icial s .and 
off,ice|fs are Francophones. . \ . 

Th^ Tdtio of • francophone support -staff is about two-thirds ©f the 
total staff. , ' * . ^ . 

^^At the Ottawa RegionaPOf fice of the Hinistry ofiducitio/ " " 
the Director of Education i s' a f rancophorfe . ' " ' 
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Among the three sajp^rintendents of services, the only Franco- 
^ phone is the Superi ntendent of Curriculum Services. ^ ^ 

^'Six Education Officers out "of fourteen in Curriculum Services 
' are Francophones. In Supervisory Services two out qf six officers are 
"Francophones. Business and .Finance, only one is a Francophone. ,^ * 

> Two-thirds of the support staff are bilingual , Approxime^lely 42^ 
%^ of the educational officers' are ^Franc6phones , i.e., 11 out'of 26. ** 
• ' At thfe' Sudbury Reg^ooa.l Office of the Ministry of • Education , the 
. Di recto? of Education is not bilingual,' "Aniong the three Superintendents .\ 
of Services, there^is one* Francophone 'Superintendent of Curriculum Services. 
Ei ght' off icers G.ut of eighteen in Curriculum Serv>ces are . Francophones . 
There ^re two Fraacophon'e officers out of eight in^the Supervisory 
^^^j^vice^. In Business and Finance^ one officer out of four Is a Franco- ' « 
phone, ^hese people devote approximately 90% of -their time to French- 



!^n.gua'ge schools.- 

Approximately 35% of the educational officers are bilinqual, i.e., 
12 Cut of 34. , ' • ' ^ ^ • - 

' ' . In North Bay, at the Regional Qffi'ce^of J:he ttinistry of » EdjuCation 

' *. V- * . 'a ' ^ ^ 

for' Northeastern fieQion Number 3 ,~he''.Di rector of Education and the three 

Superintendents of Services are not Francophones. . ' ~ 

. .In Currjculym Services, five education officers olit of sixteea 

■ • \ ' ' - 

are*^Fran'cophones . 'Tvyo of^ficers out of 'seven • in^Sljpervisory Services are • 
. f^ncophones .' In Business and Finance',' there is an accountant who .is 
bil ingual . ^ ' - ! " . ^ ' • 

Among the support Staff, eight -persony put of thirteen are • 
bilingual. ' Approxjmately 26% of the edl^cational officers are Francophones, 
i.e. , 8 out of 30. .' - . ^ 
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• ■ ■ ■ • ' • ■ .S- 

• ' '. ' ' 

The reacj^r will note that one Regional -Director out of three .is 

a Francophone, that two Superintendfertts of Servi|p out of nine are 
Francophones, ajid that twenty-eighty of ficers out. of seventy-eight are 
^,bi]ingual persons for^ an overal 1 'ratiT) of thi rty-four%ercent. 

The services offered by the Regional, Office-s to the French-1 ai*i- 
gua.ge schools^ are appreciated but there seems to be a consensus that tlie 
educational officers shou^ld be more available!^ the teachers and that 
their work should be more directly invol^^d m the classrooms. 

It must be >ept in mind tha^ the F):ench-1 anguage* teachers^re 
-working under .handi caps as rr.entiofied .in Chapter II of t^ljs research.' 
The French-speaHng population of Ontario uiay be divided into two geo- 
graphical groups. Approximatel:^hSlf of tliis population is fairly we^ 
group£d in easte rn Jntario and ia the North B^ay-|f udbury-f immins area. 
The other half^.is dispersed in isolated or Wnor%y situations. This 
.group has, in most c^ses, been required to dr^w only upon its own 
resources. The teacPfing of two languages^ the scarcity of teaching aids', 
^the limited experience of many teachers in the secoadary schools, multi- 
ply the problems ordinarily associated to the teacher 's' work. 

Another faG^^:or .which militates in favour of more services from 

the Regional Offices :is"a^ total abserice of Board-employed co-qrdinators 

■ ^/ * * i 

and consultants, in many instances on account of the ijisirff iCient enro>- 

m^'nt. The. four Boards of Education studied in^th'is research have only 

2\ such persons. ' % - ' • * - / 

. .T^)erefore Board officials, principal's and-teachers\*ar^^.the^ 
'opinion that.the Regional Offices, especi^ly NoV^th Bay,' Sudbty^and 
T)ttawa, should -j^ave, as much'as poss'ible,'|:ompT^ete teams of^bj&st 
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specialists that could be available for blocks of time (a week or a 
montX) ,^ to help the classroom teacher in all aspects of teaching. 

The most urgent need for assistance from French-speaking education 
officers having many years of experience in French-language sch«>ls'"is in 
'central and south western Cfntarlo, where the French-speaking population • 

IS a minute minority. ^^1^ ^ 

. / • 

The ' necessi ty of a greater number of French-language educatior>^ 

officers in the Regional Offices^and also in the Central Office becomes 
apparent if noted improvement is to be achieved at the classroom level 
and also in tine matters mentioned jn Part 3 of tnis chapter. To 
honestly fill the ^^d with competent personnel that wrll be able jLo fos- 
ter tne kind' of, educati onal mlieu thfs province wants for all its- pupils 
and to p^aintain equal opportunity, one^shoul-d be^lookinq at- a minimum^of - 
20 nei'; staff menbers .posi ti^oned in the Regional Offices. This would 
entail an appro^xi mate »cost of" 23 x ($30,000.00 t.o $40 ,000.00) = 

$700,000.00. ' • ' ^ 

' Th'ere is i;r;genty in this particular aspect of the whole French-^ 
language' educati^/ial situation. 

^ Pelated to the. services of the Regiorfal ,Offices, is the question 



of^ supervisory and/or consultant 'services . 

. It is evident that some Boards are too small or thei/. French- 
language enrolmen^t i's too small to justify the cost 'of provifl^g Elaborate 
supervisory an'd/or consultant services for the. teaching .staff. It is felt 
that^he Regional Offices might, after proper assessme/if of the^ si tuation , 
bring, about and encouf&ge joint ventures between Boards o^ Education and 
'Separate 'School boards in the area of prov1di|g supervisory and/or 

1 ■ 
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consultant services. This might be legislated thereby making it com- 
pulsory, or economic incentivel for embarking upon such a programme 
might be made so attractive as tt reach the same goal. 

' A similar approach could be utijized^by involving additional * 
neighb^ouring Boards, depending upon the size of the area or the kind of 
' task to be accomplished. • 

2) "StaPt-Up" Grants : . ' 

These grants designed to assist school boards in the establish- 
ment of French-language instructional units will necessarily vary accord- 
ing to t^e situation. These newly established units may consist of one 
6r r.ore classrooms at the elementary school or of a classroom, a wing or 
a complete school at the secondary school lev^. ■ * * ■ 

It must be no^ted that the ^establ ishment of .one instructional unit 
and the gra^dual addition of other 'instructional units will very seldom ' 
decrease, for a periqyd of #-ee to five ye^rs, the number of teaches 
required in the. Engl i s'h- 1 anguage schools' of the Board establ isKing'such 
units. For instance, gradual trans^r 'of 250 pupils enrolled iT 
Juti.ior ^ndergartefi Primary to Grade 8 means only an average of 25 pupils 
^per grade. The establishment of . French-language instructional units has 
been, in the past and ^i 1 1 Itkel.y be in^he future in .the large urban com- 
muniti-es/where the transfer of pupils frofn^English tp French classes may. 
reduce the pupil/teach^er ratio by o'nly orte or.two ^u.pil s per tei^che 

Therefore, it is reasonable to assume 'that tlie teachers' salaries 

in -these newly established French instructional units wilTbe an entirely 

* ■ / . ■ * 

additional cost. The fol 1 dWing' cases are offered as il 1 listratipns .. ,• 
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Case 1 : Establishment of a French-larwuage class at the primary level 
(enrolment of 25 pupils). . ^ ^ 

1) Teacher's salary: . $16,000.00 

2) Textbooks: ' * 1,149.00 

$45.97 X 25 pupils: 

3) Library Books: ■ ' 

$ 8.00 X 25 pupils X 10 books per pupil 2,000.00 k' 

, 4) Other Teaching Aids: $5.00 x 25 pupils . ' 125.00 

I 

5) Trans^portation : (will vary from situatic/n to situation) 
' 6) AccoRjmodati on: The establishment Jff one French instructional 
'unit do^s not usually require capital outlays, as most boards 
^ have vacant accommodations. 

TOTAL yearly added costs: 19,274.25 
Case 2 : Establishment and maintenance of instructional unit from Junior 
Kindergarten Primary to Grade 8 (250 pup-ils). * 

1) Teachers' salaries (principal, classroom 
teachers, libraJ^vdo) 12 x $16,000.00 ^ $.192,000.00 

2) Textbooks: Grade 1 to 8 

200 X $280.83 ^ 56,166.00 

3) Library books: 250 x $8.00 x 10 books 20,000.00 

per pupi 1 ^ ' . 

4) Other Teaching* Aids: 250 x $5.00 1 ,250.00 



5*) Transportation: (will vary) 
6) Accommodation: (Estimated cost of^a ten 
classroom school, $500,000.00) 

If no accommodation available, or if it is impossible to ' 
vacat^-^a^f ex,js^^ aad if this school i$ built specifi 

early to accommodate the French-speaking pupils. 
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Yearly Costs 
Debenture payments 
Maintenance 
Operation 
Total' 



$ 50,000.00 
. ^ 15,000.00 
- ^37,500.00 
* 371 ,916.00 



Secon da ry Schools : - % * ^ . 

The cost of into^ojiucing French-language instruction at the 
I . secondary sfhool level will vary with ea^h individual situation. 

. Cost oT adding 1 credit to be taught in French in -Year I: 
Text pit pupil . $83. 75 f 5=$ 16.75 

* 

French library books - 1 ,000 x $10.43 = 10,430.0.0 ' ■ 
If the^e are no available qualified teachers to t^ach th.is new credit, the - 
^oard will have to add 1 teacher to its staff. Of course, this additional 
teacher woultjjbe assigned other duties. • 

If there is a qualified teacher on the staff, 1/5 of his time will ^ 
be devpted to the subject introcluced. 

Estimated cost :' $22 ,000.00 x 1/5=$ 4,400.00 i 

The cost per pupil for textbooks will be proportionately the same 
« as more subjects taught in French are 'offered. The cost for l-ibrary books 
would also increase proportionately to the -number of subjects offered. 

The additional cost for the teachers' salaries may not increase 
provided the teachexf-in charge of the first subject offered can .-also 
'hanclle a second or third subject. . - - 

If not, adding 2 oV 3 subjects to be taught in F^ch might 
require 2 or 3 different teachers, adding proportionately to the cost.' 
•Of cpurse, these teachers would have to be assigned other duties an'd it ■ . 
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-might eventually reduce the number of teachers teaching, subjects in 
English. - ^ 

If there is available acconlmodati on in the existinq schools of 
the Board, no additional cost 'for operation and maintenance wouLds^be 
involved.' On the other hand, if new accommodation has to be provided, 
such as construction of a wing of a school, or a complete school, then 
the cost would be at the prevailing cost of school sites and school build- 
in'gs. ' 

3) Remedial Instruction : 

Our school^cater to the teaching of two languages to a scHtiol 
population whose linguistic ability In one or the two languages differ 
vastly from one area of J^he province to another. In certain communities, 
the knowledge of EngVis-h ; upon enrolment at scho.ol is practically nil. In 
ather instances, the contrary situation prevails. Even in different sec- 
tions of the same city, the knowledge of ei^er English or French varies 
to^a'^reat extent depending upoa the milieu of that section or ward. This 
applies to cities such as Ottawa, Sudbury and Cornwall. This situation is 
compounded by the ^mul ti -cul tural facet of the Ffench-1 angu/?ie-. pupi 1 s . . By 
this, we mean that the school population is eoijiposed of Franco-Ontari ans , 
Quebecois, Acadians, natives of /rench-spe^king European , and African coun- 
tries 'and a sprinkling of European immigrants and somfr Engl ish-speakina 
Canadians,.- ' K \ . 

These various graups enrol in our schools with different lingufs 
,tic abilities. Children frc^m Quebec and French-speaking countries 
usually have no knowledge of the English 1 anguage^whi le on the other hand. 
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there are children from English-speaking homes who usually have a very' . 

limited knowledge bf the French language. "There are also puf^ils who. have 

knowledge of neither English nor French (e.g., ilewly-a^ived immigra^nts) . 
The learning of two languages presents many problems. some 

pupils are not*to>fall by the wayside, much individualized teaching 
•has Loibe done. Irfemany schools, 4,he degree of proficiency in either or 

both languages vari esconsiderably. This situation is most apparent^in the 
junior grades where a number of pupils have little or no knowledge 
of French upon enrolment. This thorl^y question has' been a subject of dis 
cussion for many years . OpTmons differ as' to the preserrCe in the French 
language schools of English pup^. Many factors weigh in favour of 
accepting these pupils. The parents of these ^^upils contend that, as sup 
porters of separate schools, they ai^ entitled to decide- which school 
(English or French) this- chiTd will attend.. - Moreoy^, U would seem ' 
anachronistic to many peop.le that a chfld be^ refused the opportun-ity of 
becoming bilinaual. '^^^^^'^'^^^.^^■'^ ' 

* ' In order to minimize any^adverse effect on the progress -of Franco- 
phone pupils and to accelerate the learning of French by -non- French- 
speaking pupils, either a rec(uce an increase' in the^jpirf^^^ 
remedial teachers should be implemented. ' Iq^ the present pOndiJi'ioris, the 
researchers recomrrmxd the latter policy.. . . ^ 

Some schools are prp.vided with, such a se^rvice, but the vast 
majority of them are not. Assuniing that the French-language schools need 
at least as many remedial instruction teachers as their English counter- 
parts, and basing the estimation -on the number of French-language pupils 
in' the schools and Dn figures' that were provided "by Boards of Educal^ion,' 

- . • ■ ' ■ ■ ■ ' 'r ' ' ' ' ' 
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the estirtfeted cost' for the implementation of this service^woul(Kbe in 
the vicinity of $1 ,6OP,OOO.Q0 annually.' 

* 

5) Testi ng : ' ' * , • ^ 

The, 'Ontario French-language education systenr is unique in Canada 
dnd possibly iin the world. It is also operating in unique historical 
and^geograpWcal conditions. Tbe seconda^ry schools have mushroomed over 
a very short period ^of t:ime. Hpwever, very little has been don^ to. this 

da^ in the fiel-d of- testing^ and* this constitutes a major lack. 

* - ' »' ' * ' 

This has been emphasized in a*, report on evaluation prepared for 

r the Ministry of Education by^Walstrom and Donelly.' 

^ The aut-hors of. this report feel that a discussion of testing and 

« eval uati on *i nstruments falf^t^eyond the scope of their study. It is suf- 

t 

f^cient to. siy that a detailed study^^on testing and evaluation of achieve- 
ment in French- language schocfls is presently being conducted by^ tbe senior 
author of this report. " ^ 

The estimated cost of filling the gap i^ somewhere in the vicinity 
Of $200,000.00 annual ly^for^four or five years. ^ 

' ' 6 ) Research : ^ ^ ^ ' ^ 

In the last four years^French-1 anguage "education has increasirigly 

benefitted from direct research funding by the ^Ministry of Education in 

areas specifically related to its development. It is .the hope of the 

^authors that, such support 'shal 1 continue to be-applied to the solution of 

problems 'both pedagogical and organizational in nature through grants-irf- 

, • \ . ' 

.:aid and -through contracts. 
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' r^ded by the flini^try of Edux:a«bon atid. carried out by, , 
Cr i_jn 3r '/..m^ of the University of Ottawa,, Faculty, of Ediication, out- 
Imeu i''e ^^caacjcg , ca i and educational research pnoj^ities as perceived' 
by Fr tnco-On^arian educators: It is felt that the Conseil Superieur du ' 
francc^s should ,arefully study this document and make recommendations 
to - r'M|i:Lr jf Education relative to the pursuing, under .contract , of 
a -.i, Mi 'ly^o . rcimt:)e of research^ studies . * . 



7) Social Cultural Animation;- 
- - — • — J ^ — 

The FrariOo;^hune^ popul ati on of Ontario is scattered f roiB--* C+iute a 

r^'^ndeau Half of this population live^-m isolated centres or ' ' 

^! v.^s^^ mnor'i,y sUuat'ons^ (Toronto: l' o.r 3 percent, Hamilton: 1 or 2 

!'^- 'cent). T, -re f^^x^ , .thesf p«p,ils and -the otfiers whp live in areas v/it'h 

> 

'larger^ conceii ti at i jfis of Francophones very often have access to their cul- 
ture only at Sv^iiuOl tiiid generally at home. ' ' ' . 

Since Lfie cm'ius of yie, ^rench-1 anguage schools are to presery^ 3:nd 
r)>^Otfbt^ Frenoh laf,g..oc;e, traditions and culture\..a cultural mUieu has to 
[K'^estdbl 1 shed. In a inajority;of. communities the school ^is the onl.y place 
,.here such a milieu can be organized. The purpose of fostering this 
French ambience is ngt to isolate the French-speaking youth from the other 
^irftjuistjc groups, but to-develop, amo/g other' things , a sense*of identity*^ 
It IS this particular social situation that justifies, it seems, the 

presence of well informed- and highly trained "animateurs socio-cul turel s * 

, - * * 
. ' ' *• ; . 

In addition, to acquaint th^ pupils with very definite aspects ♦ ^ 
of Frencri culture, it seems ne.ce'ssacy for-the schools to bring in people ^ 
who represent cul tural ^excel lence' (singers , musici a(|§;* theatri cal groups, * 
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e^^.^. It seegis also desirable for ^roAjps of pupils to visit places of 

culture in the f)rovince and outside* the province, and to attend cultjiJtal 

activities, such as Jeunesses musicales. 

^ . ' ' \ 

The cost will vary according to "the distance of a school from'^the 
^ - ^ ' . * ' M . * • 

s-fturces of cu>ture; for instance, it would cost, more to bring. a TniRician 
or a theatrical group to Sault Ste, Marie "than it would to Pembroke\ It 



jSeems ^reasonable ]:hat at^l east ^1,^000,000,00^x3 year be.^et aS^ide for 
this purpose.*^ * ^ ^ o - ' ^ ' 

In sumrnary, the following estintited costs should be ronsiderecj 
if thft principle of equal opportunity is to apply to f rench-1 anquage 
schools: ' ' ^ ^ 



I 



v'l "1.. , Regional Offices ^ 
2' StaVtr'# Grants 

3. Remedial Instruction 

4, Evaluation and- Testing 
,5-. . . Research 

6, Social 'Cultural Animation 



*$ 700,030,00 annJally 
< 

as needed - 

1 ,500,000,00 annyally 
200,000,00 annually 
as needed ^ 
1,000,000.00 ' . 



Conclusions 




' .■•l' In',concluding this report^, the authors wish'first to presint.'an 
" ^ ' overall picture of the casts of 48"ijovidi hg instri^tion i« French-4;qj 

; Ontario's french-l a-nguage students attending the province's elem/it'ary ' 
. and secondary schools, gives this vue d 'ensemble . The 

reader^can easily ^ee that^he tah]^ gives for- ea(?h Bqard tne total ^ 
number of^tudents, the number of French-Larvguage students, the dif/erea- 
.tial costs, both actua-1 and Estimated, and fjnal 1^, 'under the colum'n hl^d- 
. , ing €)f Revenue , French-Unguage grants and tui'tion fees., 

,\ Relative to the French-language grants, a questi^onnai re was sent 
oul: to/the directoiijf of education of the 8 Boards asking them the follow-' 

jC ' ■ ■' ^ t :■■ 

l"^^--. . . 3) "What, percentage of the French-1 anguaa? 'qnant is beinq directed 
. to French instruction's a first language?"; 

^ ' ^ ill ' 

b) "How does your Board^ allocate these funds for the teachihc of ' 

.French as a first language?". »■ . ' * ' 

* ■• ' . 

^ <.He^re are some 'of- the replies that were civen: "Yhe Board's system 

of utilizfan resources does not make this ■ distinction ". ,"It forms. part or 
total revenue and is directed towards tojtal tost of instructiorr,- There is. 
no specific allocation is such. It forms part of total" budget", "An 
additional allowaj^|^$45Q,000. 00 annually is granted 'to our six secon- 
dary scho^s for special needs ^^ese schools"." •;. - 

. An arjswer to the f i rst -(juestion , three- Boards said that' one hun- ' 
dred percent of the French-language grant is teing directeV?o French " 
instruction. • ' " . " ^ • ^ -•• 
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le CXXVII. S^^Tfl^ary of jCosts^ of French-Lanquage Educati on .Under Eight Jurf^diction5(a) 



Differential Cost 



Actual 



_Ordin ary Extraord. 



Total 



Estijnated 



Total' 



Sudbury B.E. 
# 

Prescott and » 
Russell County 4,00!)' 3,200 



14,934 4,345 29 



80 



486,966 985,441 
44,453 429,538 



T, 427, 407 388,973 1 ,561 ,S80 

' 4 73 ,99^^^^ 



3^5,683 



782 ,6 74 



F-L 

Grant 

61 7,739 

564 ,966 



Kapuskas ing 
B E 


2,336 


,J,04] 


44 5 


35,715 


81 ,16^ 


116,879 


78,033 ' 


T94 ,912 


Ottaw.3 B.E 


19,^29 


e\ 705^' 


26 


605,778 


1 ,906,535 


2,512,313 


4 73 , 71 3 


2,9,86,026 














Sudbury 
R C S.S.B 


24,350 


13,441 


55 ^ 


832 ,00& 


195,373 


1 ,027 ,381 


766,068 


1 , 793,449 


Prescott and 
















Russell Coynty 


7,500 


7,400 


98 7 • 


]]] ,088 


35,530 


146.618 


436 ,2% 


582,824 


R C. S.S.B. 














Kapuskasi nq 
R.C.S ^,0 


3,308 


2„938 


89 


68,914 


' 4,579 


73, -493 


192,179 


265 ,6 72 



150,371 



Ottawa 
"T.C S S 



3t,21L„ JQ',49qf " 47.2 U72ii^3il --40^,805 - 577-;265 rr7f8,401 



535,049 

359,214 

152,003 
409,813 



(a) As of Septpflj^^ 30, 1975. 

(b) Total number of students, 
(c} f.rench-lanquagp students. 

(d) Percent of French-1 anguage^students . 

(e) Pecs for French-language non-resid'^nts. 



x 



Revenue , 



97,196 
81 ,6R9 

146',1 76 



_Tpt^a l _ 
714,935 

646,6^5 , 



29<i,547 



632 ,900 2,039 ,874 . 2,672,774 



,648 



4,9 76 



144,815, 



646,rT97 

H 

364,190 



15.?, 003 



554 ,&28 
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. Birt-Mn ansKiering' t'he qu^tion as to how 'the Bfard a1 iocated -these • 
funds, one- Odf^rd 'said %hat the question v/a's irot applicable; another 
replied that tfie funds were included. in tht genera 1* expendi tures ; and^a ' ^ 
third sBoard indicated ttiat fifty percent-goes -to, administration and 
another fifty percent goes to instruction, i.e., salaries and supplies. 

' T he-, researchers cannot help but re'comnend. in view of ^these * - 

answers, that alTBoardl be made^ acc||fritat^e to the Ministry of Edueatien ^ 

^ . ^ . , \ 

for allocating the French Instructi^og Grant to the teaching of Fetich as 
a first language. ' % ^ ^ 



' ^ After studying different independent variables^ that could likely 

be used as bases .tp explain- the variations obsSrved, the researchers z^^' 
7' ' 

decided 'to make' the appropriate comparisons by using first the total 

* . , " , ^ \ * " ^ ^ 

schCol populations, and second, the ratios between the Anolophone and 

Francophone populatiqn^s within each -school Board. . ^ 

* IH the pages^ ^^p ^bl low, si&ifral pertinent generalizations wi^^^ if 

^ -be drawn, afid presentQsjl^ way of concl-usions . ^ ' • 

TabYe CXXVIII gives the costs per Francophone pupil classif^^ed 
atcarding to Boards', total elementary school enrolment as of September 30, 
1975. ^ ' A ' . • X ' 

Through the stud^ of Table CXXVIIL the most obvious Observations 
made by the researchers are the followi/iq. ' -* . 

First, it would seem that the^fcreatar a Board *s total school 

enrolment is, tH^^higher is the cost gf French- language instwction. But 

a cost estimate of the levels- of services required to provi.de a "(Quality" 
' •' ^ * " * • . 

education programne" to' Francophones has shown that the atmounts needed. 

■ ■ ' - ^ / . _ 

would all be- approximately, the same for elemBnta.ry schools and for " 
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* ^ > • ' 1 * 

secojBda-ry schools respectively. Therefore, the' first conclSfckon^ 

at does not. necessarily mean that if a Board's enrolment is greater, it 

can fjrovide better services to the Francophone school population,^ Rather, 

4t would seem that the, higher cost 1^ due to a greater excess capacity ofi 

student-places within larger school* Boards as compared to smaller ones. 

'Second- observation: ThI Sudbury ,Di strict Roman Catho.lic Separate 

Sotoal- Board and -tl^ Ottawa Roman Cathql ic ^Separate ^|||^ool Board *s ^c'tual 

di fferenti a^l cost is greater than the revenue (made up of ' tiie Fren/i-- 

language' grant an^^tui.tiQTi fees Her non-resitlent pupi4s wjjiich thQy 

recJeive for Francophone students. 

^^^^^ JHird, -the Prescott and Russell 'Couftty Separate School ^ Board and 

the f)i strict of Kapuskasing Sep^J^igte School BCard could of/?r^ additional 



Services to the francc^TTone school population^ 



Table^XXVI Cost Per* Francophone PupiKCl assi fied Accordinq to ^.r^ 

Boards^ Total Elementary School Enralment, 1975-1976. ' ^ 7 

'1 1 - ~ . . 

' — ^ ^ ^ ir^ — ^ — 

a: ■ ■ ' " 

Elementary , ^ : i ' • ' ■ o- ' , 

boards ■ ^ ^ g ^ ^ ' • ^ ^ ^ 



o 



■ 

Sudbury 


24,350 


s.'ei.ga 


■$'14.54 


$ 76 


44' 


$.57.00 


$133.44' $48.11 


dttawa - 
♦ 


,22,231 


. •164'.7&' ■ 


38.4^ 


-203 


15 


55;03 


'258. '18, 52.&-7 


Pres'cOtt ■ 


7,5DQ . 


■15.0,1 


4.80-' 


1^9 


81 


5 8 /as 


■78.79 •49.21' 


Kapuskasi no 


3",308 


■ 23.46 • 


1*56 


2^5 


02 


65.41 


90.^3 51.74 



(a) Total number of st?udents: 



V 



i 



r 



-CONCLUSIONS. - \ . . ■ ' - 254 

, . -t . ' 



• . Table -^XXIX gives the casts per Francophone pupi'l classified . 
accordingKo Boards' total -secon^ry School enrolment as of Sept^mber 

30, .1975. ■ . . , , ' • 

" • ■» . • • 

Tips fol^owi-ng are the most obvi-ous observations made by the 

researchers- through ^le study'of Table CXX.l/ . • ^ ■ 

. ^First,, it would seem that- the greater* a Board's total- school \ 

enrolment. is , the higher is the .cost of French-lc^guage. This trend < 

does. not seem to be a significant one however and seems to be explain- ' 

able more by the. fact j^' excess capacity of student places in the*"' 

Board's schools. It does not mean r>ece.ssari ly that if -a Board's* 

enrolment is greater ' i f provi des bette^r -services , to its Francophone 

population. -But a cost estirriate'of the. levels .Of services required to - - 

prx)vide a "quality'" educa-tio/i prograpie J:q Francophc^nes has shown that 

th^ amounts needed would all be approxijnately Jjhe sanje for elementary . 

schools an^ for secondary 'schools respectively. ' 

Second observation: The Ottawa Bpard of Education, the Pre^cbt.t 

' and Russell County Board of. Education and~t-he Kapuskasing Board o^^'- ' 
, •- ' « . 

catipn rece.'ive more per F^cophoha ^tudenfthan they actuaTJy s^nd. 

Tliird, an examihatiolRf the totfaV differintiaf nh<;t npr^^V 



.ifldicates that the Kapus.kasi ng Board of Education cOuld offer "i( 
- serv-i.ces with Us present revenue (Fr-ench-langyage' grant plus tuition ^ 
• fee for non-res'i dent F-raocophone studevits)': ' ' ^ . ' " - ' 

Fourth, the re^Jknue of . the Ottawa Board of Education is 'i ncreased 
' considerably by the tuition fees foK jlon^-resident Francophorre'^tudeats 
paid by other Boards. . ' • „ r . 
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Table CXXIX. Cost per Francophone Stiident CI a^si f ied "Accordi ng to 

Boards' TStal Secondary School Enro'lment , 1975-1976. 

• . , - ^ ^ ■ ' ' . ' 

Secondary ^ c-o 

Boards ' 5 ' 5 ^ ■ ^ '^'^J 

<c QC :d ' <t. ,— «T> , ' z^ ' 

Q a: ] ' <, K- ^->^h-*> 

• q: ^ h-f uo o tn<D ljj 




.Ottawa 



fir 



.19,229' . $ 90.35 $^84:35 $374.70 $70.65' $445.35 $398.62 



Sudbury C 14 ,934 ^ 1 12.77 226.80 -339.57 78^1 417.58 J64. 54 

Prescatt - ' 4,000 1 3.89 134.23 .14Q..l^ 96^46 244.58 202.68 

\ 

Kapuskasing 2 ,336 34.31 77.97 1 12.28' 78. OJ 1 90.31 284V87 



a-) Total number of students. 

' TabVe CXXX gi'-ves the costs per' Francophone pupil classified 

aJcHlP'ding 1*0 the Francophope/Anglophone ratio within Boards' elemelTtary 

School enrol merjj^ as of September 30, 1975. ^ . •* \. 

, ■ ' ' •» 

Through the study of > Table CXXX; >the fnost -l^vious observations 
made by the researchers arfe the following. ' ' ' * i 



^ancoC^ 



First, witfh.in an' Anglophone/Frdncophon^-situation^^^as the Franco^ 

plibsiie^lirol^ decceases, the cost*of i nstruction. for" a H^ancophone! , ^ ^ 

student increases . . , ^- 

*. . Second, s^ince "the, estimated .differential cost to provide an ideaV 

education pfograifnme is about* tKe^sartie for ^ch elementarj/ school, Board,-* • . 
.it seems tTj^t the Boards concferne'd a rje. .presently providing tjieir Franco-, 

phorje cl ien-teTe ,wi th. aRproximate.1^ the same'level of services although 
'the Vrescott dJ?d Ru'sselt County Roman Cathplic'leparate School BOaH and 

the District^of Kapuskasing Roman Catholic' Separate ScN6||i ^oardxoaljl 

provide more servi'ces. . \ ' ■ 



^ -CONCLl/SIONS . , ^ " . 256 

^ Third, the revenue per capita becomes less and less sufficient • 
a$. the proportton of the Francophone enrolmetit decreases..: 
^ Fourth, assuming (assumption based on our findings) that the cost • ; 
of instruction offered a Francophone does not vary substantially according 
to the siXe of the total -school population'' of a Board but rather -accordinq 
'1% th€ ratio of Francophones/Anglophones and assuming that the estimated 
costs are approximattely the. same from on* Board to anther, it was felt ^ 9 
that our analysis cbulS reasonably be based' Cipon the Separa^ School Boar^ 
0^ Prescott'^nd Russell County. As a matter of fact,? i if wi th the Prescott 
.-^nd Russell County Roman , Cathol ic Separate -School Boa^d which is 98'.6r, 
-Francophone, the differential cost is $78.76 pef studept, we 'can reason- 
_ably infer Ihat^tne^ approxima^ per capita cost v^uld be $78.ltD^ if the ^ 
Board were 1005: Francopfionp. * 

^ Fifth, the' determining factor having direct influence on the Cost per 
Francophone' student seems to be the Francophone/Anglophone ratio within the 
Board's enrollnent. As the minimum amount-of $78.00 is required to offer 
ic^eaL services to Francophone students in .a theoretical ly total ly French- 
language BoardAn the element^ panel j\the researchers believe that, in/ 
order to provide- them with an ideal^level .ot sejrvice, the minimum artiount'of 
$78.00 determined above sh^ould be increased by an amount derived from the 
specific Francophone/Anglophon^ ratios of the various BoarcJs^ 

•Sixth, the actual differential cost of the Ottawa Roman CathoLic" 
Separate ^School Board seems somewhat difficult to Interpret.' ^ 

Table CXXXI gives the costs per Francophone student classified 
according to the Francophone/Anglophone ratio W-ithi^n the Boards^' secon- 
dary school enrolment as oi September 30, 1^75. ' ^ 



,283 



CONCLUSIONS ^ ^ « " *^57 

Table CXXX. Costs fer Francophone Pupil Classffied Accordinq to^ 
F^Sincophone/Anglopho(Je Ratio withinn Boards* Elementary School ^ . 
Enrolment, 197.5-1^76. \ ' ' * ' t 



Elementary 
Boards 



' I— t I Q \ C 

or • , H- . 4-> • 

<: o * — I ^ ' '^^ 



,Ca) .(b) ^ P ^ ^:^< 



KdLIU '>< ool OunO LtJ 

o uj <c Lu^» <:luh-. 'Qc: 



" Rrescott 7,500 98.66 $T5.01 $4.80 $/T9.8r $58.95^ $ 78.75 $49.2] 

2 938 ' ' ' 

S Kapuskasini, 37308 89 23.46 1.56 2^.02 65.4-1 90.43 r5l!74 

M 

. ^3,441 ' . ' ' ✓ 

Sudbury 24,350 55 61 :90.^ 14'.54. ;76.44 .'57.00 133.44 48 Jl 

10,49t) ^ ' ^ ^ ^ . ' 

Ottawa '227237 47.2' 164.75,^38,40 '205.15. 5S.03 258. 1 8 --52 .87 

(a) Ratio of • French-1 anguage students to English-language students. • ^ 

(b) Percent of French-language students^ ^ ' - \ ^ '.^ 

^ ' ' ... 

/ . * ' \ 

' The following ^are the most«i)vious observati oq|tfnade by , the' 
researchers throug h ^jg -stutfy of Table CXXXj \ w^^Bt^ 

Firsts propo^Penal ly speaking, the cost per'TrAnfophone student 
of the Otfawa Board of EHtJcat*t^n and of the Sudbury Board/of Education 
compare 'rather favouratly, ^ . . * • ' • .> T - . ^ 

' ' Se.cond, the Kipu^kasihg Board of Educatio'n does'^not seem to be 
spending th^, founts reteived; the revenue generated/ by the French- ^ . 
language grant and the tuition- fees for fioVresident Francophorl^s a'fe even 
greater than the actua^}. aad estiijiat?d' differential costs ^combi^ned. . - 

TFird, as the proportign of the francophone >erTrolntent increases^,' 

• • • * 

'it' secerns that the^ agtual differential cost per Francophpne^student decreases 
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, ^ Fourth, using as a basis for cflj^ulation the Prescptt and Russell 

^ounty Board of Education whfch hSs-a Francophone 'Enrolment of 80% anij 

^ which generates a differential per capita cost of -^245.00, one can sugqest 

that^a Board theor^ically totally French would gen€lrate in ano'nve/se 

proportion a differentiaj^oost approximately $380.00 per capita, 

^Fifth,tfie detenlj^ing factor having <lirect infli/ence^n the cost 

per Francophone student seems to be -the Francophone/Angl ©phone .ratio ' 

within' the board's enrolment:' Since the min-imum amaunt: of $180.00- is ' 

required to offer ideal. ^rvi.ces to Francophone students in the secondary 

panel, the researchers believe that, in order to pegvitte them with an 

t IP 

"ideal", level of service, the minimum ambunt of yl80.fl0 determined aboye . 
should be increased by an amount derived from the • Fraj>cophone/Ang5op;hone 

ratio. ' . ■> ■ ' - ' • . J, 

» • " :> - • m ' ■ 

Tabl? CXXXI. "Cost per Francophone Stydent Classified According tife 

Francophpne/AnqlopPione Ratio Within Boards'- Secondary -School Enr^tnenl, 
19 75-19 76. ^ . ' 



^Secondary . 



>- 



Boards 



\ : 0/\ ^ - ..< UJ <idj(— ■, a: 

W-'- i : , M — 



■ 3 ,20D ' - ■ ■ . ■ . - ' - , I 

Prescott 4,000.80 $13.89 $134.23 ' $148.12 $96.46' ' $f 44. 58 $2C)2;08 

; . "^041 ^ ' 

Kapuskasin^ 2,336 44.5 34.31 77/T7\:i 12.28 > 78.03 ttgo.^l 284,.87 



JM5 

1^" 




Sudbury R,934 29 .112: 77 226.80 339.57 78.01- 417.58 164.;54 

. ' 6.705 ' \ . '4 ■ , . ' . 

.Ottawa -IP, 229 26 90.35 ,;284..35 . 374.70 70.65 445.3^^^3^9.62 



(a) Ratio of French-language studeats to English-language students. 

(b) Percent of .French -laji^qe students. ^ 

■ „ --230 . ' ^ • 
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In summary, therefore, it can be Sdtd: - • / 
t) A Francophone student costs more than an Inglophonfe student. 



In order- to provi,de Francophone students with an adequate » level of^ service 
within totally Francophone school- Boards , a minimum of $78.00 p^er^upH is 
required in the elementary j)anel , and .a mjnimum of ^$180.00 per student is 
needed in the secondary panel. ' ' * . ; 

ii) In order to provide Frapcophone students with an "ideal" level 
of service, .the minimum ameunts of $78.00 and $180..00<per elementary pupil 
and secondary student respectively should be* increased ac^rding to the 
Francophone/Anglophone ra^^ithin each Board.- Within a Francop'hone/ 
Anglophone situation, as the^ Francophone enrolment increases the cost per 
Francophone student decreases. • • 

iii) The 3if ferential cost per Francaphone student seems to vary with 
the siz^ of a Board's total enrolment; this 'is>>probably du^ in certain 



J u^ 

ne^c 



instances, to the excess capacity of student-places in -the^oard's schools. 

In wtiat « fol 1 ows , the atithors of this report wish to present a 
final analysis and concltision in an effort to bring together the major 
'findings of the stu'dy. 

The figures arrived at in this 'section are, of necessity, approxi- 
mate since they were derived from an ^analysis of eight systems and there-* 
fore vyere based upen certain inferer?5es . We have reason to believe, how- 
ever. that *they reflect qufte accurately the real costs for providing 
ideal education to the French-language student population.^ 

To arrive at the figures we reached, we first had to determine 
the differential cost (actual a^nd estimated) associ^ated with education 
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offered to a Francophone .student of a given'Board theqaiktic^ly totally 
Francophone, and then a'dd to this cost the additional per capita cost 
steinnflng from the Francophone /Anglophone rat'io in e^ch Board. 

. Elementary Schools ' . 

Minimum Differential Cost : 

Assuming (assumpti(/n based on our findings )r that the cost of 
instruction offered a Francophone does not vary substantially according 
to the size of the total school population of a Board but rather according 
to the ratio of Francophone/Anglophone and assuminq that the estimated 
costs are approximately the ^ame from one Board to another, it was felt 
that our analysis could reasonably be based upon t'he Separate School Bo'ard 
of Prescott and Russell county. As a matter of fact,' if with the Prescott 
and Russell County Roman Catholic Separate Sohool Board which is 98.6?;; 
Francophone the differential cost is $7^.76 'per student, we can reasonably 
infer that the approximate p?r capita cost would* be $78.'od if the Board 
were ]007. Francophone. Thus, theoretical Ty» if a'tl francophone students ' 
in the province were with Boards 100% French language, a ^total basic cost 
(elementary "schools) could be determiaed. Thus: 

$78.00 X 77,768 students '= $6 ,065 ,904 .ao ' 
. • (year 1975) , - ' 

But since foards have a student population chdracterfzed by'varying 

. 1 

Francophone^Anglophone ratios, one must add to the_ basic cost ($78.p0 per 
student) a p^r capita cost which corned from the specific Francophone^ ' 
Anglophone ratio of each Boarcf^- 
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♦The basic cost being that of the Prescott and Russell County 
Roman Catholic Separate School Board, one of the four separate school 
Boards included in our %tudy, it is possible t9 calculate the total dif- 
ferential cost^f 'the other three Boards wi thoQt^aking-intc^ponsideration 
the ratios, by sjjbtracti ng f rom the per capita differential cost specific 
'^a each Board the differential cost of a Francophorre student registered 
with a" Board theoretically totally Francophone. ' 

Thus: \ . » ♦ 

I Prescott and Russell Coynty Roman Cathol ic :j^para'te School Board 

No cost, to be added to the basic cost. 
Kapuskasing Roman Catholic Separate School Board \ 

> 2 ,938 pupils X 12 {$90.00-$78.00) ' $ 35 ,256.00 
Sudbury Roman Catholic Separate School Board ' > . ,• 
- § 13,441 pupils X 55 ($1 33.00 -$78. 00). . $239,2.55.00 
' Ottawa Roman Catholic Separate School Board ' ' ' " . 

10,490 pupils" X 180 ($258.00-$78.bo3''$V,888,200,.00 ' 



Total for the four Boards: , .• $2,662,71 1.00 . ' r 

0 These fbur Boards with.'iBheir 34 »2^69. French- 1 anguage students/^ 

'•ilf)resent 45% of the total Francophone* popul afiont the remainder, 'i .e. 

ib7oy would* on the basis o^" a $260.00 per capita, generate costs of - y 

r ^ 

approximately $7,916,818.00 cal<iulate4 thus;- 

. • 43,^499 students x 182 ($260.00-78.00)^ 7,916,818.00 " . ' 
Jhis last figure stems from Uie hypothesis that the ratio of ^ 

Francophone/Anglophone of the remaining Boards is inf*^rior t>a 45%. This 

' * ' * t> - - • , 

percentage being the same for Ottawa. v^Ji4^ has a per capita of $258.00^, V 
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it was decided to use the differential cos't of the Ottawd Roman Catholic 

Separate' School BX)ar(i, i.e.% $258.00''per capita;(for purpcJses of cal-' 

Qul^tion, $260.00 was ii$ed}. , . . . 

^^AtM:he elementary level, therefore, one can obtain the following " 

'i^xf^tal cost: ' ' • 

Base: 77,768 pupils x $78.00 $6,(^65,904.00 

Supplementary: ' 

Total 0/ 4 Boards 34,269 popils * 2,662,711.00 
# ^ Other Boards' 43,499 pupils x ($260,00 

-78.00) 7,916,818.00 

Grand Total: • ' 16,645,433.00 

• / Secondary Level 

Minimum Differential Cost : 
• • Assuming that the co^t of instruction per student does not vary 
very much according to the size of a Board's^fetal school enrolrt)ent, but 
- rather according to the Francophone/Anglophone ratio and second, that 
\ I the estimated differential co$ts are approximately the'same for al 1 boards , 
the researchers have chosen the Prescott and Russell County Board of'Edu7** 
cation 4s a ^aois for calculation. Since it has a Francophone enrolment 
of 80.., and it generates a differential-per capita cost of $245.00, one 
can infer that a Board theoretically totally French would generate tn an 
inverse proportion a differential cos-t^f approximately $180.00 per capita. 
Therefore, if in theory, aTl Francophone s.tudents in the pS^ince were 
under the jurisdiction of totally Francophone .school Boards, J basic total 

T-t — 



_cqstfor the s econdary level (prov.inciial ) could'be determinerfthus : 

$180.00 X* 31 ,442 students '= » $5,659,560. 00 
(year 1975) ■. »• 

• .. Because the Boards of Education have a secondary school population 

t 

with -varying Francophone/Anglophone ratio.s, the researchers believe 
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that .to the basic cost of $180.00 per Francophoije.^tudent must be added a 
second per student cost arising Qut "Of the different pTOportlons- related 
to each Board. This seconll per stujlerit cost is derived by^ subtracting 
from tlTe differential cost per Francophone student within each Board 
the differential cost per Francophone student enrolled in a theoretically 
totally Francophone Board of Education. The total, cost is derived thus: 
• The Prescott and Russell County Board of Education:^ 
: ^ 3,200 students x $6^.00 ( $245 .00-$l 80 .00) $ 208,000.00 

The Kapuskasing Board of Education; 

1,041 students x $7.00 * ( $1 87!00 r $180,00) ' 7,287.00 
The Sudbury Board of Education':' 

4,345 students x $237. 00( $41 7.00 - $180.00) 1,029,765.00 

1 

The Ottawa Boa<d of Education: % 

6,^05 students x $265^.00 ($445.00 - $180.00) 1 ,776,825.00 
Total of -four^ Boards studied^ J 3,021,8^7.00 
As the Francophone student population of these"^ffeur Boards of 
Education^, i.e., 15,291, represents approximately 50% of the tot^l Franco- 
phone secondary school enrolment within tH^ Boards of Education, in the 
province,. it can be assumed that the i-est of the Francophone secondary 
school population, i.e., 50%', would generate an approximate cost of 
$4,280,015.00, i.e-., 16,151 students 'x $2£5 .00 ( $445 .00-$180-.00) , if 
$445.00 is taken as the per capita basis. This ;ast figiite is derived 
, from the assumption that the proportion of Francophone students within' 
the remaining Bo&rds of Education- in the'province is less than 26%; this 
percentage is also the Francophone student ratio of the Ottawa Board of 
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' Education who have a *di fferential c6st of $445.00 per student; 'that is 
why the researchers have decided to use this Board's di f.ferential cost, 
i.e. , .$445.00 per student. 

The total differential cost of French-language- education at the 
secondary level' could be'derived thus: , r 

Basis: 31,442 students x $180.00 ' $5,659^560.00 

Supplement: . ' ' . ^ 

1 

Total of four Boards .studied: 

15,291 students*/ (cf. p. 263) 3,021,877.00 ' 

t Other Boards of , Education : 

16,151 students x $265.00 
\l ' , ($445.00 - $180.00) 4,230,015.00 

Total at the secondary leve]: ^ 12,961 ,452.00 ' ' 

9 

- Provincial Total : * * 

If the foregoing hypotheses are valid, the provision of an 
ideal education programme to all J^rancophone students enrolled in 
the ^l^ntary .dfid secondary schools in the province \vould generate the 
following differential costs: ^ ^ 

Elemen'tapy r $16 ,645 ,433.00 
^ ^ Secondary: J2,96U452%(30 

Totrl •29,606,885.00 

The reader will note thaf the d4ffer?ntial cosl^ per Francophone 
student within Boaggls of Education where the Francophone enrolment ratio 
is less than 45% at the elementjary level (Ottawa Roman Catholic Separate' 
School Board) an^ less than 26% at the secondary level (Ottawa Board Of 
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...Exluca.tix)n).^..wauld-be.,-gi:-eate.r,.than..$lS2,.0.0 a-nd $275,00 'respecti v^^i*^£ 

-we consider thj^f act" that, as the ratio of the Francophone student enrol- 
'ment decreases; the differential cosf per Francophone -stud.ent increases. 

The researchers feel that the Francophone7V\ngVophone rattc is _ 

a determimng factor in assessing the cost'of French language instruction. 

However it is also suspected that an interaction between the total student 

population of a Board and the Ff ancophone/Angl ophone ratio might yield 
• s^nificant trends. / • , 
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